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LONDON, DECEMBER 7, 1872. 


<> 

AN ACTION on an attorney’s bill tried in the Bail 
Court on Monday last, suggests a not unimportant con- 
sideration affecting the daily routine of an office. One 
of the partners in the plaintiffs’ firm was called as a 
witness, and proceeded to refresh his memory of the 
facts by reference to his diary. He was thereupon 
asked by the defendant’s counsel whether the entries 
were in his own handwriting. 
diary, which contained memoranda of interviews with 





acquaintance with details of procedure, or, if 
are still too busy to initiate reforms. The consequence 
is, that. the discussions on law reform are: left either 
to theorists. om social science, or to men» of sufficient 
legal knowledge to be able to point out defects im 
result (many of which, however, speak for, 
as, for instance, the present state of things éa -the- 
Exchequer Chamber), but without sufficient - knowledge: 
to do more than indicate the remedy in a general way, 
without putting it in a practical shape. Every now and. 
then the gentleman-of somewhat eccentric talent and 
very distinetive. individuality who officiates as reporter~ 
for the Times‘on the Home Circuit, and in the Courts 
of Queen’s'Bench and Exchequer Chamber, will give a. 
graphic account of some detect of our system. His- 
facts will most likely be highly coloured, if not, as 
sometinies happens, absolutely inaccurate. There wilk 
certainly be generalisation from insufficient premises; 
and probably forced arguments in favour of some 
scheme which happens to be his pet one for the 


moment These reports will probably be for a few 
| days the text of leading articles or letters, the writers. 
| of whiele will little by little diverge into such mistakes. 
| ag ultimately become apparent tothe majority of readers,. 


It appeared that the | 


and so the discussion will produce no good result. In 


' the meanwhile the men of practical knowledge on the. 


the client, was transcribed from the shorthand notes of | 


a clerk who sat in the witness’s room. Mr. Justice 


matter will be casually saying to each other, “ Of course 


| so and go i8 what is wanted,” and getting the reply, 


Blackburn, who tried the case, then asked whether the | 


transcript was at the time verified by the witness to be 
in accordance with what took place. Receiving in 
answer that it was made under the witness’s superin- 
tendence, he allowed the diary to be used. Asa general 


tule a writing cannot be referred to with the object of | 


refreshing the memory, unless made at the time, or 
shortly aiter the facts occurred, by the witness himself, 
_ The two objections to the use of the diary—first, that 
it was not written by the witness, and, secondly, that it 
was a copy—were obviated by the fact that the witness 
had compared it with his own recollection of what took 
place, when the events were fresh inhis mind. On this 
‘Principle in Burrough v. Martin (2 Camp. 112) entries 
ina log book not kept by the witness, but examined 
from time to time shortly after the facts happened, were 
allowed to be used to refresh his memory. It is obvious 
that, if the memorandum is not in the witness’s own 
handwriting, it must by some act of his be made 
arecord of his own impression of the events ; other- 
wise the only person whose memory can be refreshed 
by it is the person who actually made it, and who 
‘should be called to depose to the facts himself. Where 
-®principal uses a clerk to make, for insertion in the 
diary, a note of what takes place at interviews in his 
‘Yom, the only way of making sure of being allowed 
to use the diary to refresh his own memory, is to look 
| through the entries at the end of each day, and see that 
_ they ccrrespond with his own recollection. 





Mr. Vernon Harcovrr has written an effective 
Teter to the Times on the subject of law reform gene- 
‘tally, but with more special reference to the present 
‘@trear in the Exchequer Chamber. The letter, the 
facts which gave rise to it, and the comments which 
“have been made upon it, alike illustrate not. only the 
‘eed which really exists for reforms, but also the real 
‘Teason why we do not get them. Comparatively 
‘Simple reforms of practice and procedure wonld redress 
Almost all, if not quite all, the real evils which are to be 

het with in our present system, but the only persons 
¢ tga to suggest the reforms required, and to draw 

measures necessary to carry them out, have no 

re, or have no sufficient inducement to do so. 

e Chancellors, Attorneys and Solicitors-General, 
Me usually successful advocates who have always been 


5 


“So I have thought for years,” but will not dream of 
doing anything to get their views carried out. Mr. Vernon 


| Harcourt is about the ablest of our zealous: law 


| reformers, and has 


as much practical know-- 


| ledge as most of them, but his practice as a barrister 





was, until he entered the House of Commons, almost» 
entirely before Parliamentary Committees. He will. 
seldom, come into court without astonishing his: 
hearers, ‘not only by his great powers as an advocate, 
but also: by the unfamiliarity with the procedure of the. 
court which he will display. In his last letter he- 


‘ makes the curious mistake of supposing it possible» 


that five judges could sit together in banc. The 
mistake makes little difference to his argument, and» 
does not in the least affect his conclusion that alteration 
is required in the constitution, and more —peeely ia the 
timesof sitting, ofthe E uer Chamber, butit sug 
a reason why great and revolutionary schemes of ret 
are more popular with our law reformers thin projects 
depending upon detail.. Great schemes, when carried, . 
may be either great successes, or great failures, but 
whether promising te be one or the other they take a 
long time to carry. The Judicature Commissioners, . 
some three years and a half ago, recommended some 
half-a-dozem digaple and practical reform;, which might. 
have been: quite. independently of their grand’ 
scheme, but wé have never had them, simply becanse 
the grand scheme has been waited for. If the views of: 
the Judicature Commission as to arbitrations had bee 
acted on, we should never have hail:a demand for’ 
Tribunals of Commerce. ‘The practical wisdom of the 
J — Commission seems, r prooine to vain 
exha by its first:report, aud its recent p i 
are far from ieueiaieing* Itis hardly likely to:-bocome- - 
more practical by having its numbers increased as has 
been recently done, although, no doubt, the chiefs. off 
the common law ought not to be omitted from se- 
numerous a commission. We should have far moze 
hope of a practical result in the shapeof a speedy and. 
su ial alleviation of the more,pressing grievances: 
of the present system if we heard that the Government; 
had p i instracted some habf-dogen, 
men at the bar to draw bills. om smeh anbjects as the- 
amendment of the law and practice aa to arbitrations, aa, 
to the statement of que ations of law by special case, am 
to the distribution of business between the existing 
6 
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courts, as to the times for taking particular kinds of 

business, as to the taking of evidence in chancery and 

the like. Suggestions from such sources, thrown into the 

ig form of bills, would, we believe, be likely to 
e generally approved, and could be easily carried. 





A VERY OLD and much yexed question has just been 
investigated anew, and perhaps finally settled, by the 
Exchequer Chamber in Mouflet y. Cole (reported in the 
Court below, 20 W. R. 339). By what route is dis- 
tance to be measured? The question may arise out of 
widely varying circumstances, but probably the common- 


est example occurs in a covenant, on the sale of a house | 


and goodwill, that the vendor will not carry on business 
within so many miles of the house sold. Three pos- 
sible solutions suggest themselves, 1. The distance 
may be measured on the shortest route by road. 2. 
It may be measured “as the crow flies.” 3. It may be 
measured on the mathematical straight line between 
the two points. It will be observed that the phrase 
“as the crow flies” is rather ambiguous, and may 
variously be considered to import either the irre- 
gular line formed by the intersection of the earth’s 
surface between the two points with a vertical plane 
passing through those two points, or that modification 
of the same line which would be produced by taking it 
everywhere the shortest way above ground, passing, for 
instance, in a straight line from ridge to ridge across 
a valley. In Mouflet v. Cole, decided on appeal this 
day week, the question arose on a covenant not 
to trade as a licensed victualler “‘ within the dis- 
tance of one-half of a mile from the Lord Hol- 
land public-house.” The authorities on the point, 
ranging from a casein Cro. Eliz., to an injunction 
granted by Lord Hatherley, when Vice-Chancellor, 
were some of them conflicting, and all more or less 
doubtful. In Duignan v. Walker (7 W. R. 562) Vice- 
Chancellor Wood granted an injunction against a 
solicitor, who had covenanted ‘‘ not to practise within 
seven miles from the plaintiff's office,” and who had con- 
ducted a case in a county court within that distance, 
measured “on a horizontal plane,” i.e, on the mathe- 
matically straight line between the two points. The 
cases at common law are tolerably clear to the same 
effect as to the construction of statutes, but in cases of 
contract there had been a difference of opinion among 
the judges. ‘The present decision is remarkably pre- 
cise in its terms, when compared with the older 
cases. A mathematically straight line is to be taken, 
disregarding not only inequalities of ground, but 
even the rotundity of the earth’s surface. This, 
where the distance is small, will differ inappreci- 
ably from the distance as measured ‘on the map,” 
but not if the distance were large enough to embrace 
say, two or three degrees of Tatitude or longitude. 
Where the question arises out of a covenant in restraint 
of trade, we may take it for granted that the distance 
will be small. There was some force in the argument 
of Mr. Baron Cleasby, who, in the court below, was in 
favour of measuring along the shortest line of road, 
when he said that the measurement must be determined 
with reference to the character of the termini and the 
object of the covenaut, which was to prevent customers, 
who would naturally go by the road, from being drawn 
off toa rival house. But there is this convenience 
about the rule now laid down—that its measurement 
is not liable to question of variation on new roads 
being opened or existing ones diverted; and if the 
rule be understood, parties to stipulations can adjust 
their mileage accordingly. 





In ANOTHER COLUMN will be found a summary of a 
paper by Mr. Frederic Hill, in which is advocated the 
expediency of adding to the load already sustained by 
the county court judges, an additional task in the shape 


of an equity jurisdiction. Mr. Hill admits that this 
must be an impossibility so long as the county courts 





remain in their present system, but would recommend 
that the way for this criminal jurisdiction be made by 
an adoption of the recent recommendations in the last 
report of the Judicature Commission, that certain judi- 
cial business be assigned to the registrars. As to the 
latter point, that recommendation may be very well 
in the abstract, but registrars discharging such judicial 
work ought not to practice ; the present registrars we 
believe to be, in general, able men, but we fear that with 
restrictions against practise, men sufficiently able 
would not be obtainable. On the main question, 
however, we differ entirely from Mr. Hill. Mr. Hill 
seems desirous that the judge who tries a civil matter 
should also be able to try a criminal matter arising out 
of the civil case; we, on the contrary, believe that to 
be a thing particularly to be avoided. 





By AN ORDER, dated the 2nd inst., Justices Black- 
burn and Keating, and Baron Cleasby—the election 
judges for the time beiong on the rota under the Par- 
el Elections Act, 1868,—have appointed the 
following four gentlemen to be the barristers to try 

etitions under the Oorrupt Practices (Municipal 

lections) Act, 1872 :— Mr. G. M. Dowdeswell, Q.C., of 
the Oxford Circuit; Mr. T. W. Saunders, of the Western 
Circuit; Mr. J. J. Cleave, of the Oxford Circuit; and 
Mr. R. J. Biron, of the Home Circuit. 





REMEDIES OF MORTGAGEES OF LOCAL RATES, 


The recent decision of the Lords Justices refusing to 
appoint a receiver of borough rates in a suit by unpaid 
bondholders (Preston v. Mayor of Yarmouth, 20 W. R. 
875, L. R. 7 Ch. 655), turns on the provisions of the local 
Act, under which the rates were levied. The Act enabled 
the Commissioners of Great Yarmouth to borrow money 
on the security of the borough rates, giving bonds of 
£100 each for the money so borrowed. It was provided 
that one, at the least, of such bonds should be drawn and 
paid off in every year. This provision had been com- 
plied with in substance, and the interest had been 
punctually paid. The decision that bondholders were 
not entitled, upon non-payment of their bonds after six 
months’ notice, to a receiver of the borough rates, went on 
the express provision of the Act as to how the money was 
to be repaid, such provision being an implied exclusion 
of the right to compel repayment in any other manner. 
If the Act had been silent on the subject of repayment, 
possibly the bondholders would have been entitled to 
tepayment of their principal after six months’ notice; 
for where money is lent, and no term fixed for repayment, 
the lender will, in general, be entitled to repayment at 
six months’ notice. At all events, if he is not to have his 
money back, there must be something very definite and 
clear, showing that that is a condition of the contract 
(Hopkins v. Worcester and Birmingham Canal Proprietors, 
17 W. R. Ch. Dig. 20, L. R. 6 Eq. 437). Preston v. 
Mayor of Great Yarmouth, therefore, establishes no 
general principle; nor should we refer to it but for the 
bearing it has on a question of general interest, namely, 
what is the remedy of mortgagees of local rates, where 
there has been default in payment, either of principal or 
interest, in accordance with the terms on which the 
principal was borrowed. Now, the mortgagees of local 
rates are in one way worse off than mortgagees of joint 
stock undertakings, ferry tolls, turnpike tolls, and 60 
forth, where there is a profit to some one, or at any rate 
a fixed sum to be paid, in that they are not entitled to @ 
receiver. Where bonds or mortgages have been issued 
on the security of property of the latter description, @ 
receiver is the familiar remedy, where interest or prin- 
cipal is in arrear. Thus a receiver has been appoin 
of railway tolls and so forth, in a suit by an unpaid de- 
benture holder, although there was a clause in the 
Act enabling two justices to appoint a receiver ; for the Act 
did not oust the general jurisdiction of the Court of Chan- 
cery (Fripp v. Chard Railway Company, 1 W.R. 477, 11 
Ha. 241), And similarly, the Court will appoint a receiver 
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where the special Act is silent on the subject, for where 
an Act authorises a joint stock corporation to borrow 
money on the security of the undertaking, the Act must 
be deemed impliedly to authorise all necessary means to 
compel the repayment of moneys borrowed, including, 
wherever possession cannot be obtained at law, which is 
the test (per Sir G. Turner, L.J., Lord Crewe v. Edelsten, 
1De G. & J. 93), a receiver (De Winton v. Mayor of 
Brecon, 26 Beav. 533). But, as the Court will not under- 
take the management of such an undertaking as a rail- 
way (Gardner v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
Company, 15 W. R. 325, L. R. 2 Ch. 201), the receiver, 
when appointed, will do no more than take the tolls and 
pay the working expenses and the interest on the mort- 
gages, and pay the residue into court (Ames v. Trustees 
of Birkenhead Docks, 3 W. R. 381, 20 Beav. 303). 

So, too, the mortgagee of turnpike tolls is entitled to a 
receiver after default has been made. There is a dictum 
of Lord Rosslyn to this effect in Knapp v. Williams (4 
Ves. 430). Where a mortgagee of such tolls under 
Acts which provided that none of the mortgagees should 
have any preference over the others, called on the com- 
missioners of the roads to pay off his mortgage, and on 
their omitting to do so took possession of one of the 
toll-houses, and proceeded to receive the tolls, and apply 
them in discharge of his own demand, rendering an 
account of his receipts to the commissioners, it was held 
that the Court was justified in appointing a receiver of 
the tolls generally in a suit brought by another mortgagee 
(Dunville v. Ashbrooke, 3 Russ. 96 n). The right of a mort- 
gagee of turnpike tolls to a receiver was also recognised 
in Lord Crewe v. Edelsten (sup./), where the tolls were 
leased, so that the mortgagee could not recover possession 
at law. And we think we may safely generalise (having 
regard to what fell from Vice-Chancellor Bacon, in Pres- 
ton v. Mayor of Great Yarmouth, 19 W. R. 358) that a 
receiver of rates or tolls may be appointed, if such rates 
or tolls are fixed payments, wherever the ordinary legal 
process would be inapplicable by reason of a number of 
other mortgagees being entitled, pari passu, to repay- 
ment, so as to render an account essential. 

But a mortgagee of local rates, where there is no profit 
to any one, is not entitled to a receiver. In an unreported 
case of Fletcher v. Gibbon, Lord St. Leonards is said to 
have affirmed the right of a mortgagee of local rates to 
areceiver (see Frippv.Chard Railway Co., sup.). But there 
is an express decision that a receiver will not be appointed 
of local rates which are to be assessed by commissioners, 
and collected at a future period (Drewry v. Barnes, 3 
Russ. 94). The reason of this distinction is obvious. 
Where there is a profit to some one, as in the case of a 
railway, or a fixed sum to be paid in the nature of rent, 
as in the case of turnpike tolls, there is something which 
areceiver could collect, and accordingly there may be a 
receiver; but in the case of rates for local purposes 
there is nothing which a receiver could collect. It is the 
duty of the commissioners entrusted with the imposition 
of the rate to impose such a rate only as will answer the 
specific purposes for which it is imposed, and no more. 
As Sir John Copley, M.R., said, in Drewry v. Barnes 
(sup. ), “Suppose that the rate imposed by the commis- 
tioners was not sufficient to answer the other purposes of 
the Act, and to keep down the interest of the bonds, what 
would be the next step to be adopted? The parties 
would have to apply to the Court of King’s Bench, in 
order to compel the commissioners to make an adequate 
rate. But on the same motion, on which they are ordered 
to make a rate, directions may be given as to the mode in 
which the proceeds of the rate are to be applied. Why, 
then, come to this Court for relief, when it may be requi- 
site’ that something should be done which a court of 
equity cannot do, and all that is necessary to do may 
be done in a court of law?” Where money is lent on the 
security of local rates, under the authority of an Act, the 
telationship of trustee and cestui que trust arising between 
the commissioners on the one hand and the bondholders 
on the other, may entitle an unpaid bondholder, if he has 





been unfairly dealt with, to bring a suit for an account 
(Fletcher v. Gibbon, 23 Beav. 212); but even then a 
receiver will not be appointed of rates to be assessed 
(Drewry v. Barnes, sup. ), nor, it is submitted, of a rate 
made, but not yet collected; seeing that a receiver could 
not have power to compel payment. In cases like Preston 
v. Mayor of Yarmouth the proper remedy is a mandamus, 
compelling the commissioners to make a proper rate, with 
directions as to the mode in which the proceeds of the 
rate are to be applied. If there had been any irregularity 
on the part of the commissioners, ¢.g., in refusing the 
plaintiffs the benefit of the ballot, an account could have 
been directed, as in Fletcher v. Gibbon (sup. /, but not a 
receiver; for, upon the true construction of the Act, 
there would be nothing for him to receive. 





ON THE NEGOTIATION OF A MARRIAGE 
SETTLEMENT.* 
No. ITI. 
(Continued from p. 85.) 

I shall, in this present article, confine myself to 
settlement of personalty only. 

We now come to the consideration of a question in 
which the parties themselves usually take great inte- 
rest, and in the negotiation of which there is great 
risk of causing a family quarrel, we mean the ques- 
tion—-Who is to take the first life interest in the 
wife’s property. In old settlements the invariable 
practice was to give the first life interest to the hus- 
band; by degrees the practice came into vogue of 
giving the first life interest to the wife in cases where the 
husband was in trade; and nowit has become the more 
usual course to give to the wife the first life interest in her 
property in all cases. We have had exceptional opportu- 
nities of obtaining the opinions of many of the leading 
London solicitors on the point, and the conclusion that 
we have arrived at with regard to the existing practice is 
the following: there is a discrepancy of opinion as to the 
advantage of giving the first life interest to the husband 
or to the wife, but it is admitted by the most strenuous 
advocates of the propriety of giving to the husband the 
first life interest in his wife’s property that the first life 
interest must be given to the wife in case her advisers ask 
for it. Those who consider it right to give the husband 
the first life interest support their views by the argument 
that as the wife ought to obey her husband it is clearly 
improper to give her the power over him that she would 
have if she held the strings of the purse. In answer to 
this, we may appeal to the experience of trustees; they 
invariably pay the income of the settled funds to the 
husband, or allow him to receive it without considering 
whether it really belongs to him or his wife, unless in 
those rare cases where, owing to the misconduct of one of 
them, a separation takes place, or unless owing to the 
husband’s bankruptcy it becomes necessary to protect the 
income from his creditors. 

It is the almost invariable custom to give to the survivor 
of the husband and wife a life interest in the whole of 
the settled property; though in some few cases where 
there is a considerable difference in the amounts brought 
into settlement by the husband and wife some interests 
in the larger fortune are given to the children im- 
mediately on the death of the person to whom it originally 
belonged; in this case a life interest in the whole settled 
fund should be given to the survivor of husband and wife 
in the event of no child attaining a vested interest. 

“‘ Whenthe husband is in trade” (says Mr. Davidson)“ the 
income of thewife’s property, is, by a nearly universal prac- 
tice, settled on herself during the joint lives for her separate 
use, and with a restriction on anticipation ; the possibility 
of the wife availing herself of her rights to the prejudice of 
the husband being disregarded in comparison with the im. 
portance of excluding, in all events, the husband's creditors, 





* Communicated by H. W. Elphinstone, Esq., Barrister-at- 
law, Late Lecturer, on Conveyancing, tothe Incorporated Law 
Society. 
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The first interest in his property also is very commonly 
settled on the wife in the same manner as that of her own 
property. For yet more‘efficiently securing the applica- 
tion: of the income tothe purposes of the settlement, it is 
also’a-common course, when the husband is in trade, to give 
telknm:should he survive the wife, instead of an absolute 
life:interest, an interest in the income of her fortune, deter- 
minable on his bankruptcy or alienation, though it will be 
seen that in general the law will not permit him to take 
am imterest of this description under a settlement of his 
own: property.” 

The last sentence’ quoted from Mr. Davidson's book 
appears to be no longer strictly accurate according to 
the present state of the law. The existing rules are the 
following:—First: the owner of property may, on alien- 
ation, qualify the estate of his alienee by a restriction to 
take effect on bankruptcy ; he cannot, in general, by con- 
tractor otherwise. qualify his own interest in his own 
property by a restriction determining or controlling it on 
his bankruptcy. Second: the owner of property can 
impose a restriction on the enjoyment of it by giving 
it over, on an attempt at alienation, either by himself 
(Knight v. Browne, V.C. Wood, 9 W. R. 515, 7 Jur. 
N. S..894), or any other person. When we apply these 
ules to marriage settlements, we find (see 4, Papers read 
efore the Juridical Society, p. 6) that— 

“The income of all the property comprised in the settle. 
ment can be given to the husband until he alienates it. 

‘“‘The income of all the property, except that originally 
belonging to him (belonging to him not brought into settle- 
ment on his behalf), can be given to him until he becomes 
bankrupt. It would appear therefore that in that large 
number of cases where part of the property put into the 
settlement on the husband’s behalf is advanced by. his 
father or other relation, perfect protection can be obtained 
by giving him a life interest determinableon bankruptcy or 
alienation, followed by a discretionary trust in his favour, 
and that even as regards the income of hisown property, 
some amount of protection will be gained by making his 
Wife: interest determinable on alienation followed by a 
like discretionary trust. 

“Tf, when a settlement was framed in this scheme, the 
lnusband’s life interest in his own property were made 
subject to the obligation of maintaining and educating such 
of his children as should, for the time being, be minors, 
and! of maintaining his wife in priority to any other funds 
for the time being applicable for the purpose, the protection 
would be carried still further.” 


The following scheme for the settlement where the 
husband is in trade is suggested by the quotation just 


read. 

As to the husband's fortune— 

The husband to take the first life interest, deter- 
minable on alienation, subject to the obligation of 
maintaining and educating such of the children of 
the marriage ae shall for the time being be minors 
thereout in priority to any other funds that may be 
applicable to the purpose, subject also to the obliga- 
tion of paying thereout the rent of a suitable house for 
the residence of his wife and children, subject also to the 
duty of making, if and so long as required by the trustees, 
a suitable allowance for maintenance of such of children 
# ¢liall have attained the age of twenty-one years, and 
on the determination of the husband's life interest in 
his life time, the trustees to hold it, subject as aforesaid, 
upon trust to apply the whole or any part thereof from 
tame to time for the benefit of certain persons. Who 
euch persons should be is a question which will be 
discussed’ hereafter. The trusts, after the death of the 

should follow the usual form. 

As to the wife v fortume— 

The wife to take the first life interest for her separate 
nse, With a restraint on anticipation, with remainder to 
the husband for life, subject to the same obligations as 
the life interest in his own fortune, and determinable on 
hie alicuation or bankruptcy, with a discretionary trust 
verted in the trustees precisely similar to that which they 
take in the husband’s fortune. The trusts, after the 





death of the survivor of the husband and wife, following 
the usual form. 

The objects of the discretionary trust are usually de. 
fined to be “ the said husband, his wife, if any, and child 
or children. and other issue for the time being in existence, 
whether by his said intended or any future wife.” As 
thus defined, the class of objects appear to be too limited, 
for the following reasons; the object of the power is 
to enable the trustees either to keep up an establishment 
of which the husband will really obtain the benefit, though 
it is nominally kept up for the benefit of some or one of 
the other objects of the power: for instance, if the 
trustees keep up a house and establishment for the 
husband's wife and children he will be able to reside with 
them, and thus to obtain the benefit of the trust fund; 
or if, under the circumstances of the family, it is impossible 
for the trustees to keep up a house or establishment to 


enable them to pay the income to one of the other objects 


of the power who will probably hand it over to the 
husband or apply it for his benefit. In the form as given 
above it may happen that at the time of the husband’s 
bankruptcy, his wife may be dead, and he may have no 
children, he thus becomes the only object of the power, 
in which case the protection to him entirely fails, for any 
sum that the trustees resolve to apply to his benefit 
belongs to and must be paid to his trustee in bankruptcy; 
it appears proper therefore to add additional persons as 
objects of the power so as to render it certain that there 
will always be some object of the power other than the 
husband ; a convenient form appears to be to add the 
words “or any other person or persons then interested 
in the funds of this settlement, or any part thereof, 
whetherin possession, expectancy, or remainder.” Ina case 
which occurred in practice, the advisers of the lady 
objected to any after-taken wife and the gentleman’s 
children by her being made objects of the power; the 
objection shewed a lamentable ignorance of the manner 
in which the power was intended to work, for it will be 
observed that payment of the income to an after-taken 
wife would be the most effectual manner of giving it to 
the husband. 

It is perhaps necessary to remind the reader of the 
precautions necessary to be adopted on the exercise of 
such a power. If, after the husband has become bankrupt, 
or has assigned his life interest, any cash be paid to any 
object of the power on a secret understanding that such 
person will hand it over to or apply it for the benefit of 
the husband, or if it be actually applied by the trustees 
for the husband’s benefit, the trustee in bankruptcy or 
the assign of the husband is entitled to the cash so paid 
or applied, and the trustees run the risk of having to pay 
it over again. The only safe course for the trustees to 
follow when they wish to hand the cash over to any 
object of the power, is for them to pay it without entering 
into any understanding or arrangement as to the manner 
in. whieh it will applied by the recipient; or if they 
profess to apply it for the benefit of the husband’s wife or 
children, they must really do so; they are not at liberty 
to apply it for the husband’s benefit under colour of ap- 
plying it for the benefit of his wife or children, though if 
they apply it bona fide for the benefit of the latter it 
would appear that they would not incur any risk should 
the husband receive any incidental benefits. 


RECENT DECISIONS, 


COMMON LAW. 
Miscurevous ANIMAL, 
Ballwin v. Casella, ¥ix., 21 W. BR. 16, L. R. T Ex. 325. 

This case carries the law as to liability for mischievous 
animals somewhat farther than previous decisions, and up 
to the mark indicated by Crompton, J., in Stiles v. Car- 
diff Steam Navigation Company (12 W. R. 1080). In 
that case it was held that the defendants were not liable 
for the consequences of the ferocity of their dog, merely 
because ite savage character was known to porters em- 
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ployed by them about the yard where the dog was kept ; 
but it was suggested by Crompton, J., that they would 

bly have been. liable if it had been shown that the 
managers! of the yard, or the person under whose control 
the dog was, had that knowledge. Gladman v. Johnson 
(15 W. R. 313, 36 L. J. C. P. 153) was supposed to carry 
the matter somewhat further, but it is, in fact, plain, 
when the judgments are looked at, that the case decided 
nothing except that under the circumstances it was to be 
inferred that the defendant actually knew of the dog’s 
propensity. In the present case this fact was expressly 
negatived ; but it was shown that the defendant’s coach- 
man, in whose care the dog was in the mews where the 
defendant’s carriage was kept, did know of the dog’s 
savage character; and it was held, following out the 
suggestion of Crompton, J., that the defendant, having 
delegated to another person the duty of looking after an 
animal likely (or not unlikely) to be mischievous, must be 
affected with the knowledge of his servant. The case 


might, it would seem, be very well put on the ground of 
negligence in the servant who had the care of the dog, 
though that ground is not relied on by the Court. 


Surprinc—Svrr ror Limrration or Lrasriry. 
The “ Rajah,” Adm. 21 W. R. 16. 

This was a shipowner’s suit for limitation of liability, 
under 24 Vict. c. 10, s. 13, in which the two difficulties 
which arose in James v. London and South Western 
Railway Company (21 W. R. 25, L. R. 7 Ex. 287), 
were avoided (that is, the ship was, in fact, under 
arrest, and liability was admitted); but the question 
arose whether the Act applied where the ship had 
in succession run into and damaged two vessels. It 
was conceded that if the damage had been done on 
two separate occasions the Act could not apply so as to 
embrace both, but it was held that where the whole was, 
in fact, one transaction, it covered the liabilities of the 
owner of the delinquent ship in respect of both vessels 
injured (that is, that the sum total of his liabilities was not 
to exceed the sum fixed by 25 & 26 Vict. c. 63, s. 54). 
The decision is evidently in accordance both with the 
words and the spirit of the enactment. 

BANKER AND CUSTOMER. 
Garnett v. M‘Kewan, Ex., 21 W. R. 97. 

The principle that a man is bound to know the state of 
his own affairs has been applied as between the drawer 
and holder of a cheque, so as to disentitle the drawer to 
notice of dishonour, when he knew, or ought to have 
known, that there were not sufficient assets to meet 
it at the time when it would in ordinary course be 
presented (Carew v. Duckworth, L. R. 4 Ex. 313). In 
the present case the principle was applied as between 
the banker and the customer, and it was held that where 
a bank has several branches, at more than one of which a 
eustomer has an account, the bank is entitled at any 
moment, and without notice, to transfer the customer's 
balance at one branch to the overdrawn account at 
amother, so as to leave the account which the customer 
thought was in credit without assets to meet his cheques. 
Tt seems impossible to answer the reasoning on which this 
decision proceeds, and perhaps, as Bramwell, B., suggests, 
the inconvenience would really be found greater, if the 
separate accounts were considered as in all respects dis. 
tinct. Butit is certainly not surprising that the customer 
should have taken a contrary view, and thought that, 
since he could only draw a cheque on the branch where 
he was in credit, the bank could not, at least with- 
out notice, refuse to honour it there. The decision 
suggests the question whether the existence of a balance 
in favour of the customer at the branch on which a 
cheque is drawn, would be such a circumstance as would 
entitle him to notice of dishonour, if by reason of a 
transfer of that balance to his overdrawn account at 
another branch, the cheqne were not met. 








BANKRUPTCY. 
PriviLece or ATTORNEY—ACTING ror TRUSTEE AND ASC 
FoR ANOTHER PERSON. 
Re Ubsdell, 21 W.R.70: C.J.B. 


The point decided by the learned Chief Judge in 
Bankruptcy in this case was a very short one, but one of 
some importance. It appeared that a solicitor acting for 
a trustee in bankruptcy in the sale by auction of the 
bankrupt’s estate, also acted as solicitor for a persom whe 
became purchaser of a part of the property; and it was 
sought on behalf of the trustee to compel the solicitor te 
disclose in the witness-box the communications between 
him and his client the purchaser. The Chief Judge held 
that such disclosure could not be required. It may be # 
right and prudent thing for a solicitor to act for two 
parties in such circumstances, or it may not. We think 
it would not in general be expedient to do so; but because 
he has done so, to deprive one of his clients, who may not 
even know that his solicitor is acting for anyone else. 
of the ordinary privilege of a client (for the privilege is 
the client’s, not the solicitor’s) would, we think, be any- 
thing but just. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Rocne, acting as Chief Judge.} 
Ex parte Strange, Re Strange. 

Nov. 25—Semble that registration of resolutions for com- 
position irregular when time for payment has elapsed before 
presentation of resolutions. 

But where a large number of the creditors desire it, the 
Court will allow a fresh meeting to be held. 

This was an appeal from an order of Mr. Registrar 
Keene, whereby he refused to rezister resolutions of 
creditors (ante p. 72), where the facts are shortly stated. 

The notice oi motion was in the alternative that the 
order of Mr. Registrar Keene should be rescinded, or that 
the debtor should be at liberty to summon a new meeting. 

It appeared that the total number of creditors present 
or represented at the first meeting was 125, representing 
debts to the amount of £33,671 13s. 9d. The number of 
creditors assenting to such resolutions was ninety-two, their 
debts amounting to £29,000, and upwards. The creditors 
actually dissenting were eleven in number, whose debts 
amounted to £1,361 8s. 9d. (one half of which was due to 
one firm), and the other non-assenting creditors were 
twenty-two in number, and their debts amounted to the 
sum of £2,325 3s. 9d. 

The number of creditors present or represented at the 
second meeting who had proved their debts was ninety- 
nine, of whom eighty-four in number assented to the reso- 
lation; nine of such creditors only actually dissented, 
and six creditors were non-assenting. The total value of 
the debts represented at such meeting wasa little over 
£30,000. The debts of assenting creditors amounted to 
nearly £28,000. Those of the dissenting creditors 
amounted to £1,661 17s. 5d., and those of the non-as- 
senting creditors to £580 16s. 4d. only. 

A petition for adjudication had been issued against the 
debtor, returnable on the 30th inst., under which a re- 
ceiver had been appointed. 

Roxburgh, Q.C., and Bagley, for the appellant—The 
daty of the registrar is ministerial merely, and he has 
exceeded his jurisdiction by refusing to register the rese- 
lutions. Bythe 295th rule it is provided that the regis- 
trar, being satisfied that the requirements of the statute and 
the rules have been complied with, shall register, &e. ; 
and it is no part of his duty te decide any question as te 
the validity of the resolutions, for that is a matter to be 
determined afterwards. (2) This is obviously a case for & 

Brough and Finlay Knight, forthe respondents.—The re- 
solution is a nullity ; its conditions cannot be 
Edwards v. Coombes, L. BR. 7 C. P. 519; 21 W. R. 107, 
shows that where the debtor fails to pay or tender the 
composition within the time agreed on, the debts of the eredi- 
tors revive, and they may proceed at law for the original 
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demands. Ex parte Ash, 16 S. J. 575, registration was 
disallowed in a case where the creditors resolved upon a 
liquidation by arrangement, and it traaspired that there 
was no estate to liquidate; and the same principle applies 
here. Ex parte Lovering (not reported), the refusal of the 
registrar to register a resolution, which provided not 
merely for liquidation, and not merely for composition, 
was affirmed. (2.) We do not say that there may not be 
cases in which the Court may properly allow a substituted 
first meeting, but there is no authority for granting that 
indulgence under the circumstances of this case. 

Roxburgh, in reply, cited Ex parte Hodge, Re Hatton, 20 
W. R. 978. 

Mr. Registrar Rocne.—If it were necessary now to lay 
down any general rule as to the discretion to be exercised 
im allowing or refusing registration, I should have referred 
the matter to the Chief Judge. But, having heard the 
case, I think there is no occasion for me to decide the first 
point, as Iam perfectly satisfied with regard to the order 
I ought to make on the second, and I cannot help regret- 
ting that the delay which has taken place, must be attri- 
buted to a certain extent to the Court as well as to the 
parties. In consequence of the state of business in the 
vacation, and the pendency of the proof by the debtor’s 
brother-in-law, it was utterly impossible for the resolution 
to have been registered before the expiration of the time 
limited for payment of the composition, and I cannot help 
thinking that it would be a very extraordinary proceeding 
to register a resolution which ev facié can be of no vitality, 
either in this Court or in a Court of law. But having 
regard to all the circumstances of the case, and especially 
to the fact that a large number of creditors are anxious 
that another meeting should be held, I think the debtor is 
entitled to have it, but in making the order, I shall take 
care to protect the receiver under the petition for liquida- 
tion, as also the rights of the creditors, who, by diligence, 
have exercised their power of taking contemporaneous pro- 
ceedings. Adjudication will be made upon the petition, 
which is set down for hearing on Saturday, but all further 
proceedings will afterwards be stayed. 

Solicitors for the appellant, W. H. Roberts. 


Solicitors for the respondent, Messrs. Lumley & Lumley. 


Ex parte Halliday, Re Liebert. 


Serence—Pressure—Anticipation of Bankruptcy. 

It ig not necessary, in order to take a payment out of the 
category of fraudulent preference, to show that pressure was 
actually exercised at the moment of the payment being made ; 
nor can a payment be considered as fraudulent, because the 
amount was larger than the amount thich eventually turns 
out to be due to the creditor. 

This was an application on behalf of the trustee under 
the liquidation of Messrs. Liebert & Rogerson, for a de- 
claration that a certain payment or transfer to Mr. J. W. 
Kealy, of a sum of £520 17s. 1d. by J. Liebert, being 
monies of the co-partnership, and made on or about the 
8th day of January, 1871, was a fraudulent and void as 
against the trustee, it being a payment or transfer made 
by the said J. Liebert, with a view of giving a preference 
over the other creditors of the said co-partnership. 

J. Edwards, for the trustee, in support of the application. 

Brough, for Mr. Kealy. 

The following authorities were cited ; Ex parte Tempest 
v. Craven, L. K. 6, Ch. 70, 19 W. R. 137; Ex parte Black- 
burn re Cheesebrough, 19 W. R. 973; Ex parte Matthews re 
Cherry, 19 W. R. 1,005. 

a facts sufficiently appear from the judgment of the 
urt. 

Mr. Registrar Serine Rice.—There is no doubt that if 
a debtor, who knows himself tobe in embarrassed circum- 
stances, makes a payment voluntarily to a particular 
creditor, that payment is fraudulent and void as against 
the other creditors ; but it is of the essence of the matter 
to make such payment fraudulent and void, that there 
should be no compulsion or anything like pressure put upon 
the debtor at the time he made the payment. The Courts 
have gone still further than that, so far as to say that if 
there is any “ mixed motive,” even if the debtor volun- 
tarily to a certain extent, but with acertain feeling operat- 
ing upon his mind as coming from the creditors, which may 





ness. 


(Before Mr. Registrar Sprine Rice, acting as Chief Judge.) | liabilities, but they considered that they were really and 


| which he drew out of the bank. 
! in the knowledge of the debtors that a dishonoured accept- 
| ance of the debtors was in the hands of a certain banker 
| and they were apprehensive, as Liebert himself was, that 
| an attachment might be put on that sum standing in the 





be taken to amount to a slight pressure, that would in 
itself take it out of the rule, making such a payment 
fraudulent and void as against the other creditors. That 
being the law beyond dispute, what are the circumstances 
of this case? Mr. Kealy had been engaged as an aw 
countant, managing the affairs of the debtor and taking 
the place of some clerk, or book-keeper, or some person in 
a position of trust, and against whom there had been some 
charges apparently (the evidence is not quite clear as to 
what the charges were), but at any rate, he acted from the 
17th of August,1870,as the book-keeper for the debtors down 
to the time of this alleged payment. It appears that the 
affairs of the debtors’ required a considerable amount of 
accountant’s work, and from the evidence, I am satisfied in 
my own mind that authority was given by the debtor, 
Liebert, to Mr. Kealy, to do all that was necessary and 
requisite, and incur all expenses with regard to the books. 
It seems that these expenses mounted up very high, and 
that that was in the knowledge of the debtor is evident 
from his own statement ; that though no account had 
been rendered to him of the charges incurred, he had every 
reason to believe that they would amount to something 
considerable, and he himself says, in justification of those 
charges (which perhaps has nothing to do with this motion) 
that the elder Mr. Rogerson was a man whe “ thought 
money could do anything,” and, therefore, it was a good 
deal owing to that that Mr. Kealy was employed. That 
being so, and a staff of clerks having been employed, there 
was apparently an original agreement, the particulars of 
which are not material now, because it was evidently by 
agreement departed from, and subsequently there were 
large costs incurred which must be taken to have been 
incurred with the consent of the debtor. That being so, 


| the arrangement went on, I think, to the 7th of January, 


though there is some little doubt whether it was the 6th or 
the 7th; but according to the evidence as I read it, it 


| appears that the debtor Liebert, being aware that there was 
' considerable embarrassment in his circumstances, was about 


to make a journey to Manchester in order to confer with 
some persons, the executors of his father’s estate, to see 
whether or not they might be able to carry on the busi- 
They were aware that there were all manner of 


substantially solvent if they could tide over the great 


= " | difficulties in which they found themselves placed owing 
Nov. 27—Zankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 92.—Fraudulent Pre- | 


to the circumstance of the war at the time. That being 


| in the mind of the debtor, because that is the material 


thing whether he knew himself to be in circum- 
stances of difficulty or not, there was a sum of £851 
It appears to have been 


bank, and he then drew the money out and handed it to 


| Kealy. Now, the question is, whether or not that payment 


was fraudulent and void? I kave come to the conclusion 
that it was not. It is perfectly true, as was forcibly 
argued by Mr. Edwards, that at the time the money was 
handed over, no account had been rendered by Mr. Kealy of 
the costs incurred by him in reference to the debtor's 
estate, but I think it is quite clear, both in Lieberts 
own evidence and Mr. Kealy’s evidence, that the debtor 
was perfectly aware that there was a considerable sum due, 
and that he had been made aware of the pressing nature 
of the claim, because Mr. Kealy, from time to time, down 
to, I think the very last date sworn to is the 23rd of 
December, made special applications with regard to that 
claim. Doubtless, no account had been then rendered, but 
the debtor being perfectly well aware that a large sum was 
owing, hands over, just within a short time (about three days) 
of the issuing of notices to his creditors, a larger amount 
than appears when the account is taken to be due to Mr. 
Kealy. But why does he doso? He says he was acting 
under the impression that accountants and lawyers are, a8 
he says, “ always paid in priority to everybody else,” and he 
also says that with perfect knowledge and acquaintance 
with Mr. Kealy and with great confidence in him he felt 
perfectly sure and safe in handing over to Mr. Kealy the 
whole amount as he has sworn to pay himself ont of it, and 
to hold the balance to the credit of the estate. Now, 1 cav 
see nothing in that transaction to make it fraudulent a8 
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against creditors. Here is a bond fide employment of Mr. 
Kealy ; pressure is constantly exercised though not actually 
exercised at the very moment of payment. But it was 
very soon after admitted by the debtor that it was in conse- 
quence of the previous pressure that he wished to make Mr. 
Kealy right, and that he did not wish to do anything by 
which to defeat what he considered a mest justclaim. I 
think I should be very much straining all the decisions with 
regard to this point tosay that such a payment was to be 
looked upon as a ‘‘ voluntary payment ” and so “ fraudu- 
lent” merely because the amount so paid over was paid 
over, not in consequence of pressure put on at the exact 
momeut.of time when the payment-was made, or because 
the amount was larger than the amount which eventually 
turned out to be due to the particular creditor. I think it 
was a bond fide payment made to Mr. Kealy, and the ap- 
plication of the trustee must be refused. 

Solicitors, for the trustee, Phelps & Sedgwick, agents 
for Sale § Co., Manchester. 

Solicitor, for Mr. Kealy, Dollman. 





SOUTH LANCASHIRE ASSIZES. 
(Before Metxor, J.) 
Dec. 3.; Rideal v. Sturgess. 

This was an action to recover £59 Os. 6d., the amount of 
the plaintiff’s costs and charges for work done for the 
defendant. 

Jordan said the plaintiff, Mr. George Rideal, was an 
attorney, practising in Manchester, and the defendant, Mr. 
James Sturgess, who was engaged in trade, also resided in 
Manchester. It appeared that in the early part of the 
present year a person named Wardenburg became bankrupt, 
and the defendant, who was a large creditor, instructed 
the plaintiff to act for him in the matter of Wardenburg’s 
bankruptcy. The plaintiff did so, and his bill of costs and 
charges amounted to the sum now sued for, £59 Os. 6d. The 
bill had been taxed and forwarded to the defendant, who 
refused to pay it, contending that with regard to £38 of 
the amount, he had a defence upon equitable grounds. It 
appeared that the defendant had filed his own petition, 
and he contended that it was plaintiff’s duty, in filing a list 
of his creditors to have inserted his own name on the list as 
a creditor. 

Aspinall, Q. C., and Addison, for the defence, contended 
that the plaintiff should have had his name inserted in the 
list of defendant’s creditors, when the petition for liquida- 
tion had been filed, and accepted a composition along with 
them. They also contended that the defendant was only 
liable for his own proportion of the costs in re Wardenburg 
along with other creditors who had taken action with him’ 
in the matter. 

Verdict for the defendant. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
HALirax. 
(Before Serjeant Trnpat ATkrnson, Judge.) 
Nov. 20.—Gill v. Wild. 


Th: power of a county court judge to order successive im- 
prisonments after one imprisonment has been suffered for the 
same judgment debt, or an instalment of such debt, no longer 
evists, the Debtors’ Act, 1869, ss. 4 and 5, having repealed 
the 103rd section of the County Court dct, 1846, which gave 
the power of imprisoning the debtor “ anew” for each default. 

In this case, which had been befora the Court on two 
ccasions, the particulars were as follows :— 

Some time ago an action was brought against Ellis Wild, 
by his father-in-law, Wm. Gill, for a debt alleged to be due 
to the latter for taking care of and providing for Wild’s 
wife (plaintiff's daughter), who it was said had been de- 
serted by her husband. An order was made for the amount 
sought ; but as defendant did not pay, a judgment summons 
was issued, and the result was a committal to prison. 
After defendant was released he again neglected to pay, 
and as a consequence, wasagain sent to prison, where he 
served altogether two days short of six weeks. Still neglect- 
ing to pay, another summons to show cause was issued, and 
was defended before Mr. Serjeant T. Atkinson, on the 10th 
of July this year, by Mr. Eastwood, of Todmorden, on 
these grounds, that the 103rd section of the old County 
Courts Acts, which gave judges the power to ‘imprison 





anew” for the same debt was repealed by the Debtors Act, 
1869. On the other hand Mr. Storey, who appeared for 
the plaintiff, argued that if the Legislature had intended to 
repeal the 103rd section of the County Courts Act, they 
would have expressed that intention, asin the case of the two 
previous sections. 

Serjt. Trypan ATKrNnson said he realised the importance 
of the question, and adjourned the matter sine die, in 
order that he might consider the points. The case was re- 
argued on the 6th of November. 

Serjt. TrvpaL ATKINSON now gave judgment as follows :— 
This case, which has been very ably argued by the advocates 
on both sides, involves the power of a county court judge 
to imprison more than once a debtor, who having under- 
gone imprisonment fora term, still leaves the judgment 
debt unsatisfied by payment. Before the passing of the 
Debtors Act, 1869, a debtor, who in this respect, came 
within the provisions of the first County Court Act, 1846, 
was liable under the express words of the 103rd_ section to 
be imprisoned “ anew” for a new default, upon the judge 
being satisfied that having had or having the means he 
refused or neglected to pay. Express enactment by the 
Legislature was necessary to confirm this power in the case 
of debt, because, at ‘common law a man could not be im- 
prisoned, in any case, unless he was guilty of some force 
or violence, for which his body was subject to imprisonment 
as one of the highest executions of the law ;”and the ques- 
tion in this case turns upon whether the 4th and 5th scc- 
tions of the Debtors Act, 1869, have not virtually repealed 
the power of repeated imprisonment for default, contained 
in the section referred to. The words of the 4th section are, 
with the exceptions hereinafter mentioned :—‘* No person 
shall, after the commencement of this Act (9th August, 
1869), be arrested or imprisoned for making detault in pay- 
ment of a sum of money.” The 5th section, among other 
provisions, enacts that ‘‘ this section, so far as it relates to any 
county courts, shall be deemed to be substituted for sections 
98 and 99 of the County Courts Act, 1846, and that Ac: and 
the Acts amending the same are to be construed accordingly.” 
It must be cbserved that no reference is made to the 103rd 
section of the Act of 1846, and the contention of the plaintiff's 
advocate is that that being so, the section must be c »nstrued 
as forming a part of the existing law upon the subject of 
imprisonment for debt, and confers the power of imprison- 
ing the debtor ‘‘anew” for each succeeding default. Oa 
the other hand the last paragraph but one of this section 
re-enacts all the provisions of the 103rd section, leaving out, 
as if advisedly, the words “or protect the defendant from 
being anew summon:d and imprisoned for any new fraud 
or other default.’ In the very able work on county courts 
by Mr. Davis, the 1 arned writer, at page 335, deals with 
this difficulty, and suggests that the 103rd section must be 
taken to be super eled,and I have, not without considerable 
doubt, come to the same conclusion. It appears to me that 
the object of the Legislature was to consolidate in the 4th 
and 5th sections of the Debtors’ Act, all the powers and 
provisions of imprisonment for debt which were applicable, 
and confined to the exceptions contained within the statute, 
and did not intend that the section of a former act, which 
section, although not in express terms repealed, is incon- 
sistent with the declared objects and scope of the Debtors 
Act, which enacts that unless the case is brought within one 
of the six cxceptions therein mentioned, no person shall b2 
imprisoned for making default in payment of a sum of 
money. A different view has been taken of this construc- 
tion of the statute by some of my learned brothers, for whose 
opinion 1 have the highest respect; but there are others 
of great experience and very eminent ability who act upon 
the decision arrived at in this judgment, and among the 
latter the learned judge of the Bradford County Court. 
In considering this question, I have had before m: the 
advice of an old writer on the law, who says ‘‘that when- 
ever the common law or any statute gives power to impri on, 
thero it is lawful and justifiable, but he who doeth it mus 
be sure exactly to follow the statute in the order and 
manner of doing thereof;"’ and with this advice present 
before me, I have arrived at the conclusion that the 103rd 
section of the Act of 1846 is in fact repealed, and that I have 
no longer the power of imprisoning more than once for the 
term of six weeks a debtor who has undergone the term of 
imprisonment already ordered by the Court. It must te 
understood, however, that this decision only applies t» the 
debt or instalment on which such imprisonment has taken 
place, and not to any instalment of a debt which instalment 
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remains unpaid, and which, when it becomes dus, forms a 
new and distinct debt, on which, if not paid, an order of 
imprisonment may issue. 

Solicitor for the judgment creditor, Story. 

Solicitor for the debtor, Eastwood, Todmorden. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


—_—— 


Mr. James Firzsames STEPHEN, Q.C., has been appointed 
«counsel to the University of Cambridge, in succession to 
the Hon. G. Denman, lately raised to the Bench as 
a justice of the Court of Common Pleas. Mr. Stephen is 
a son of the late Right Hon. Sir James Stephen, K.C.B., 
LL.D., who was for some time Under-Secretary of State 
far the Colonies, and Professor of Modern History in the 
University of Cambridge ; he is therefore a grandson of the 
late James Stephen, Esq., M.P., for many years a Master 
in Chancery, and nephew of Sir George Stephen, formerly 
a solicitor of Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, who was for many 
years a leading advocate for the abolition of slavery, a cause 
in which his father was likewise distinguisbed. Mr. Fitz- 
james Stephen was born on the 3rd March, 1829, and was 
educated at Eton, at King’s College, London, and at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 
1852. In 1854 he was awarded the law scholarship 
at the University of London, and has received the 
degree of LL.D. from that university. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1854, 
and was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1854. Mr. 
Stephen unsuccessfully contested Harwich in July, 1865. 
He was appointed recorder of Newark-on-Trent in October, 
1859, and held that office till 1869, when he was nominated 
legal member of the Supreme Council of India, and was 
sworn in at Calcutta on the 14th December of that year. 
He remained in India, as head of the Law Department of 
the Indian Goverment, till the beginning of the present 
year, when he resigned, his place being supplied by the 
appointment of Mr. Arthur Hobhouse, Q.C. Mr. Stephen 
is the author of a “ General View of the Crimina! Law of 
England,” which was issued in 1863, and of a ‘‘ Defence 
of Dr. Rowland Williams in the Court of Arches.” He 


married Mary Richenda, daughter of the late Rev. J. W. 
Cunningham, formerly vicar of Harrow-on-the-Hill, and 
by her has a numerous family. His Indian Evidence Code, 
and his earnest endeavours at simplification of the law, 


are too well known to require notice here. He has been 
and is an able writer in the Pall Ma/l Gazette. His 
brother, Mr. Leslie Stephen, formerly tutor of Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge, was long one of the most prominent 
members of tho Alpine Club. 


Mr. Henry Cortron, Q.C., of the Equity Bar, has been 
appointed Standing Counsel to the University of Oxford. 
Mr. Cotton is the son of William James Richmond Cotton, 
Esq., an alderman of the city of London, who served as 
sheriff of London and Middlesex in 1868, and stands third 
among the aldermen who have not passed the civic chair. 
Mr. Cotton was a student of Christchurch, Oxford, and took 
his degree in 1842, a first-class in Mathematics and a 
second in Literis Humanioribus. He was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in 1846. The vacancy in the position of 
standing counsel to the university was occasioned by the 
elevation of Sir Roundeli Palmer to the Woolsack. 

Mr. Francis Orrtey Martin, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed second Commissioner of Charities for England 
and Wales, in succession to Mr. James Hill, who has become 
Chief Commissioner on the retirement of the Right Hon. 
Peter Erle. Mr. Martin was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in May, 1829, and formerly practised at the equity bar; 
but for some years past he has been employed as an inspec- 
tor, under the Commissioners of Charities, and has acted 
as commissioner since the departure of Mr.Arthur Hobhouse, 
‘QC., to take his seat as a member of the Supreme Council 
at Calcutta. The salary of the second commissioner of 
Charities is £1,200 per annum. 

Mr. Roszxt Joun Bixon, barrister-at-law, of the Home 
Cireuit, has been appointed Recorder of Sandwich and 
Deal, in Kent, in succession to Mr. J. Deedes, resigned. 
“The new recorder is the son of the Rev. Edwin Biron, M.A., 
4.P., Vicar of Lympne, in Kent, by Elizabeth his wife, and 
wae born in March, 1630. He was educated at the King’s 





School, Canterbury, and Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1853. In June of the follow. 
ing year he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn, and is 
a member of the Home Circuit, attending also the East 
and West Kent, the Canterbury, Maidstone, and Dover 
sessions. Mr. Biron has been recorder of Hythe since 
1859, and in 1869 was one of Her Majesty’s Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into corrupt practices at Norwich. 
In 1861 he married Jane, only daughter of the late A, 
Inderwick, Esq., of Michael’s-grove, Brompton. 

Mr. Georce Epwarves Derine, Barrister-at-Law, hag 
been appointed Recorder of Faversham, in Kent, in suc. 
cession to Mr. George Francis, who has been promoted to 
the Recordership of Canterbury. The new Recorder is the 
fifth son of Sir Edward Cholmeley Dering, Bart., of Sur. 
renden Dering, in Kent, who was for many years M.P. for 
the eastern division of that county, by the Hon. Jane 
Edwardes, youngest daughter of the second Lord Kensing.- 
ton, an Irish peer. He was born in 1841, and was educated 
at Magdalen College, Oxford, where he graduated B. A. in 
1863. He was called to the Bar at the Middle Temple in 
1865, and is a member of the Home Circuit, attending also 
the East and West Kent, Maidstone, Canterbury, and 
Dover sessions. 

Mr. Henry Hicxs Hockrne, Barrister-at-Law, has been 
appointed Attorney-General of the colony of Western 
Australia. Mr. Hocking was educated at St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, of which society he was a fellow 
commoner, and graduated B.A. in 1864, He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in November 1867, and has 
been a member of the Home Circuit, practising also at 
the Surrey Sessions. The salary of the Attorney-General 
of Western Australia is £500 per annum. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


APPEALS IN CHANCERY. 


Sir,—- As the question of the constitution of our different 
Courts is still under consideration, it may be as well to 
mention, if you will permit me to do so, that it appears to 
me to be by no means clear that one Vice-Chancellor sitting 
alone is the most desirable state of things. 

In a recent case in which I was engaged, one of the 
Vice-Chancellors gave judgment in favour of the plaintiffs, 
in a suit to settle the construction of a will, upon a point 
which was not raised by their bill, or by their counsel in 
court, notwithstanding that the defendant's counsel argued 
very strongly against the view taken by the judge. 

The defendants were therefore compelled to appeal, bat 
on its being heard the plaintiffs counsel was obliged to 
confess that he was not prepared to support the judgment 
of the Vice-Chancellor in respect to the point in question, 
and when it was mentioned to the Lord Chancellor 
(Hatherley) he expressed his surprise by a significant 
smile at this part of the Vice-Chancellor’s jndgment. 

I should add that the Vice-Chancellor to whom I refer 
is not now on the Bench. W. J. Fraser. 


Tue “FinaL” Examination. 

Sir,—It may be of great advantage to those who are 
studying the science and practice of the law, with the 
object of passing the fival ordeal for admission as attorneys 
if I call attention to the questions set at the late Michael- 
mas Term Examination. 

A large number of them are of a class seldom seen in 
any examination, not excepting those for call to the bar, or 
for law honours at the universities. The examiners, or 
some of them, seem to have tried, not to find out what 
those who presented themselves for examination knew, but 
rather to set something they did not know. 

Many of the questions depend not upon principles of law, 
equity, or conveyancing, but upon small cases which are 
exceptions to general rules and which have been apparently 
culled at random from text books carelessly opened, no 
regard being paid to general knowledge acquired by prac- 
tice or by reading ordinary text books. Take for instance 
such questions as Nos. 31, 32, 42, 43, 51, 52, 55, 74, 80, 81, 
82, the last two being two succeeding sentences and cases 


_ referred to in Archbold’s Criminal Pleadings. 
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It is by no means difficult to take a book and set from 
‘it a passage which those who havea really good knowledge 
.of the substance of the work might fail to answer; but 
this course of action would nevertheless be a very unfair 
guide to the knowledge a man might have of the subject in 
general, nor does it, of necessity, prove him ineligible to 
receive a certificate to practise as‘an attorney or solicitor. 
When one considers how many attorneys and solicitors there 
now are in large practice—(the greater part of which 
is carried on by uncertificated paid clerks)—who sould not 
answer one tithe of the questions set at the final terminal 
examinations, one is apt to think that some of them have 
been turned loose and placed on the examiners’ rotato vent 
their spleen on the rising generation. 

I trust, Sir, that at the ensuing examinations we may 
find the questions set with a due regard to the requirements 
of the examination—not so abstruse as to puzzle everyone, 
and not so easy as to be practically useless for their pur- 
pose. A CANTAB. 

London, 30th Nov., 1872. 


—_— 





OBITUARY. 


MR. W. BLANSHARD. 


The death is announced of Mr. William Blanshard, who 
‘was judge of the Northumberland county courts from 1863 
till October, 1871. He expired at Scarborough on the 28th 
November, at the age of seventy years. The deceased 
gentleman was the eldest son of Richard Blanshard, Esq., of 
Northallerton, a J.P. and D.L. for the North Riding of York- 
shire, by Elizabeth, sister of the late Rev. Wm. Cust, of Danby 
Hill, near Northallerton, and was born on the 27th June, 
1802. He received his early education at Durham, and in 
1817 joined the Carnatic as a midshipman, remaining for 
about two years in the maritime service of the East India 
Company. Mr. Blanshard was called te the bar at the 
Inner Temple in 1828, and in 1830 was appointed Recorder 
of Ripon, which office he held till the passing of the 
Municipal Corporations Act. He sat for twenty-eight years 
‘a8 Chairman of the Ripon Court of Quarter Sessions, and 
‘was a revising barrister from the passing of the Reform 
Bill of 1832 until 1863, having likewise been a Quorum 
Commissioner of Bankrupts before the formation of the 
Courts of Bankruptcy. In 1839, being then an advocate 
in all the Courts of the Archbishop of York, the degree of 
M.A. was conferred upon him by the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury. In 1857 he was nominated Recorder of Doncaster, 
which office he resigned in July, 1870, when he was suc- 
ceeded by Mr. Edgar J. Meynell. In 1863 he received the 
appointment of Judge of Circuit No. 1, which embraces 

ewcastle and the chief county courts of Northumberland, 
in succession to Mr. W. A. Willes; but in October 1871, 
being compelled to make an arrangement with his creditors, 
he Salamon the county court judgeship, when the office was 
conferred on Mr. T. J. Bradshaw, late secretary to the 
Judicature Commission. Mr. Blanshard was a justice of 
the peace for Northumberland and the liberty of the city of 
Kipon, and was a member of the British Association for the 
Advancement of Science. He wrote, “A Treatise on the 
Statute of Limitations,” and contributed largely to the last 
edition of ‘‘ Bacon’s Abridgment of the Laws of England.”’ 
Mr. Blanshard married, on the 20th November, 1832, 
Marian, eldest daughter of the late Richard Hassard Short, 
Esq., of Edlington Grove, near Horncastle, Lincolnshire ; 
by her he had a son and three daughters, his son, Henry 
Edward, having been born in 1847, 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LEGAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION. 


At a meeting of the executive committee of the council 
of the association, held at the rooms of the Juridical 
Society, 4, St. Martin’s-place, on Friday, the 29th Novem- 
ber, at which the following members were present :—Mr. 
Justice Quain, in the chair; Sir John Bodkin, Messrs. 
Amphlett, Q.C., M.P., Anderson, Q.C., Baylis, Burton, 
Clabon, M. Cookson, Courtney, Dighy, Dicey, Droop, 
Francis, H. R. Freshfield, ©. Harrison, jun. T. B. 
Holland, Humphreys, B. G. Lake, Lloyd, QC. 





Macqueen, Q.C.," J. C. Mathew, Metcalfe, J. Osborne 
Morgan, Q.C., M.P., ©. Pollock, Q.C., Price, Rigby, 
Roberts, Rothery, Saunders, sen., Shaen, J. Fitzjames 
Stephen, Q.C., Stone, Tagart, Westlake, Wills, Q.C., 
and the honorary secretaries, Messrs. Jevons, Longbourne, 
and Williams. 

Mr. John Longbourne, one of the honorary secretaries, 
read the following letter, which he had received from the 
Lord Chancellor :— 

“ 30, Portland-place, W. 
* Nov. 16, 1872. 

‘ Sir,—I request you to lay before the Council of the 
Association for the Promotion of Legal Education my fe- 
signation of the offices of President and member of the 
Council of the Association, which (though I propose to re- 
tain my connection with the association as a private member 
of it, and though I certainly am not less interested than 
heretofore in the promotion of the public objects for which 
it was formed) cannot, in my opinion, be advantageously 
or properly discharged by anyone holding the position to 
which I now have been called. 

‘* With hearty good wishes to a body from whom I have 
at all times received marks of kindness and attention, [ re 
main, Sir, your obedient servant, ‘* SELBORNE, 

“J. V. Longbourne, Esq., hon. sec., &c.” 

It was thereupon resolved unanimously, on the motion of 
Mr. Amphlett, seconded by Mr. William Shaen :— 

“That the secretaries be requested, in acknowledging 
the letter from Lord Selborne communicating his resigna- 
tion as president and member of council of this association, 
to express the gratitude of the council for the invaluable 
services of his Lordship in these capacities, their regret at 
being deprived of them, and the gratification with which 
they receive the intimation of his intention to remain a 
member of the association. 

“That the council desire also to present to Lord Sel- 
borne their very hearty and respectful congratulations 
upon his appointment as Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain. 

“That Lord Selborne’s letter be entered on the minutes.” 

Mr. Justice Quain then brought under the notice of the 
committee the proposed scheme of the Council of Legal 
Education, and explained how, in his opinion, it failed to 
carry out the object for which the association was formed. 

Similar opinions huving been expressed by Messrs. 
Stephen, Westlake, Osborne Morgan, Dicey, Clabon, 
Amphlett, Baylis, Wills, Shaen, and Mathew, it was unani- 
mously resolved (on the motion of Mr. Lloyd, seconded by 
Mr. Pollock)— 

“That a sub-committee be appointed to consider and 
state in what respects the proposed scheme of the Council 
of Legal Education falls short of the requirements of a 
general School of Law. The following be the sub-com- 
mittee :—Messrs. Amphlett, Bryce, Freshfield, Lake, Lloyd, 
Mathew, Pollock, Saunders, Ryland, Stephen, West 
and the officers of the association, Mr. Justice Quain, and 
Messrs. Clabon, Jevons, Longbourne, and Williams.” 

It was also resolved that the annual meeting of the 
association be held on Friday, the 10th of January. 

And the following were elected members of the council, 
and of the executive committee of the association :—Messrs. 
Stephen, Q.C., G. Keen (3, Dean’s-court, Doctors’-commons), 
and Charles Edward Lewis, M.P. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Tue “Foston” or tHE Courts or Law and Equity. 


On Thursday week Mr. F. O, Haynes lectured at the In- 
corporated Law Society, Chancery-iane, on.“ The Fusion of 
the Courts of Law and Equity.” He'said that the views -bhe 
was about to present must be regarded as purely his own, 
and not as being approved, or indeed disapproved, by the 
council of the society. The following is a summary of the 
lecture ;—It may be stated generally that we have two 
sets of courts—those known as the common law courts 
being mainly concerned with questions arising simply 
between two persons, the remedy sought at the hands of 
the common law courts being damages. The other set of 
courts, commonly known as the Courts of Equity, takes 
cognisance of and adjudicate upon vast classes of righta 
which from the common law courts are, so to speak, in- 
visible and non-existent, as those more particularly arising 
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out of instruments of trust or with mortgages, all those 
rights, in short, in the enforcement of which the equity 
courts are said to exercise an exclusive jurisdiction. The 
disadvantages of the twofold system may be summed up 
generally under the phrase “ more courts than one for one 
subject matier of litigation.” The present existing state 
of things is attended with grave inconveniences, attribut- 
able to this two-fold system of courts and jurisprudence as 
at present existing, and that in cases where there is a differ- 
ence of procedure is the root of the evil. It might be 
supposed that the evils of this system would be removed 
by giving to each court complete jurisdiction in all matters 
legal and equitable, leaving untouched the distinctive 
principles, procedure, and practice of each system. This 
state of things actually now exists as respect the courts, 
the judges of which, within the limits of their jurisdictions, 
administer eqnity as well as law, and are competent to 
entertain an action at law or plaint in equity by A against 
B, and a cross action or cross plaint by Bagainst A. If any 
such remedy were resorted to, it would, of course, be a 
sine qua non that each and every court should renounce all 
pretension to restrain a litigant from proceding in another 
court, since otherwise common law actions brought in one 
court, migh: still be restrained by equity suits instituted 
in another, thus keeping alive the evils of litigation in 
more courts than one. The general working of any such 
communication of both jurisdictions to allthe courts would 
presumably be that equity suits would, in general, be still 
instituted in the equity courts, and common law actions, 
in general, be still brought in the common law courts ; and 
where now the real defence to a common law action is by 
equity suit, the suit would necessarily be instituted 
in the common law court in which the action is 
pending. It may, perhaps, be suggested that an adequate 
remedy would be provided if, while retaining the present 
double system, the various heads of litigation were distri- 

buted between the existing courts of law and equity, 
according to some well-considered scheme, no concurrent 
jurisdietion, however, being tolerated, and the equity courts 
being deprived ofall right to stay by injunction proceedings 
atcommon law. If, then, we can neither give to each and 
every court complete jurisdiction in all matters legal and 


equitable, nor distribute amongst the various courts the 
legal work +o te done, so as to give to each court, exclu- 
sively of all others, its proper share of jurisdiction, the only 
remedy seers to be to attempt to blend the courts and 


systems into one whole by fusion. Now, in order to deter- 
mine how this fusion is to be effected, it seems esseutial to 
consider previously the differences between the two systems, 
because if the twoare to be blended, this must be either by 
adopting wholly or in part what exists in one or the other 
system, or euperseding both by something new. The 
difference may be classed under the following heads—(1) 
Difference a2 respects principles of jurisprudence ; (2) dif- 
ference as respects pleading; (3) difference as respects 
trial in relation to the functions and powers of the judge ; 
(4) difference as respects mode of taking evidence ; (5) dif- 
ference as respects locality of trial. Mr. Haynes then 
entered into a lengthened examination of each of thése 
differences separately ; and concluded by saying that the 
evils of the present state of things are not inconsiderable, 
the only satisfactory way of removing them is by fusion ; 
and that the difficulties in the way of fasion, which it must 
be admitted require careful handling, are mainly difficulties 
im respect to procedure and practice. But whether these 
conclusions be correct or not, no one who reads the signs 
of the times, can fail to see that the double system is 
doomed to die, and that the question is only the when and 
the how. 





CRIMINAL JURISDICTION FOR COUNTY COURT 
JUDGES. 

On Mondzy evening Mr. Frederic Hill read a paper at the 
rooms of the Social Science Association, Adam-street, 
Adelphi, ‘‘ On {the expediency of giving to County Court 
Judges a Criminal Jurisdietion ;’ Sir J. Eardley Wilmot, 
Bart., in the chair. 

In the course of his paper, Mr. Hill said that the hope 
deferred which maketh the heart sick, had at length been 
sueceeded by a cheering prospect of an early and large 
improvement in the law ; a prospect opened by the presen- 
tation of the second of the two reports of the Judicature 
Commission (10 honourable to those who, rising above all 





professional prejudices, prepared and signed them), 
followed by the appointment to the highest judicial office 
in the country, of a distinguisted member of that Com. 
mission, and who had, both as a member of thig 
Society, and in other ways, displayed a persevering 
and enlightened zeal in the course which those reports 
were so well calcnlated to promote. Such a conjuncture 
seemed to present a fitting opportunity to any earnest 
law reformer who, after mature deliberation, believed that 
he saw the means of effecting a great improvement, to come 
forward and describe his plan ; especially when, as a mem- 
ber of this Association, he could obtain for his project that 
examination by competent judges which was so valuable ip 
determiniag its real worth. Little as had of late been done 
towards the improvement of our civil law, either in its 
quality or its administration, still less, perhaps, had been 
done in either of these respects for our criminal law; 
except, indeed, and the exception was large and important, 
in as far as concerned the mode of carrying into effect 
sentences of imprisonment; an improvement which, in 
relation to Reformatories and Industrial Schools (real 
prisons, though under another name), voluntary agency, as 
distinguished from officlal routine and in wholesome com- 
petition therewith, had largely contributed; and to which 
must be assigned much of that general diminution of crime 
in which all rejoiced. Were it not for that healthy 
moral condition of the country, which rendered it possible 
for almost any system of criminal administration, after a 
fashion, to work, nay, under which the bulk of our 
population would probably go on honestly and quietly 
though the criminal law were in abeyance, it would seem 
incredible that in the nineteenth century, and in a country 
which claimed to be in the van of civilization, there was 
not only, asa rule, no public officer to prosecute offenders, 
but not even trained and really responsible administrators 
to conduct their trial. Thanks, in no small degree, to 
Mr. Russell Gurney, the want of a public prosecutor seemed 
now ina fair way of being supplied; and we had but to 
look to Scotland, whose example was so serviceable on the 
one point, to find a remedy for the other. In that part of 
the country there existed, under the name of sheriffs substi- 
tute, a body of able local’ judges, corresponding in many 
respects with our county court judges, who administered not 
only the bulk of the civil law, but, setting aside a portion 
of the petty offences, the bulk also of the criminal law; 
and who, in all cases of difficulty and danger, were ready to 
take upon themselves those duties of a magistrate which 
required courage, calmness, decision, and the authority 
gained by a reputation not only for strict impartiality, but 
also for full and exact knowledge of the duty to be 
performed. By giving to our county court judges 
a criminal, in addition to their civil, jurisdiction (powers 
shown, in Scotland, to be perfectly compatible, powers, too, 
actually possessed by most of our superior judges), the in- 
stitution se beneficial to Scotland would, in effect, be ex-: 
tended to England; thereby providing, to a far greater ex- 
tent than at present, for the due performance of the greatest 
of all the functions of Government—the full maintenance 
of security for life and property. And it should be remem- 
bered that this was not altogether a novelty even as respects 
our county court judges, seeing that in certain cases of 
bankruptcy they were, tosome extent, already invested with 
criminal authority. On the general question, also, of the 
union in one person of the two kinds of jurisdiction, \it 
should be borne in mind how impossible it was to draw any- 
thing like a distinct and broad line of demarcation between 
civil and criminal acts; how one act generally shades off 
into the other (as shown by the fact that, in some instances, 
redress may be sought in either branch of law) ; how, ina 
civil trial, acts of undoubted crime often come to light; 
and that while one strong reason for a fusion of law and 
equity is the desirableness of empowering every court to 
deal fully with any case in which both of these are in- 
volved, a similar reason must apply to cases which, in their 
different parts, are both civil and criminal. ‘hat the bene- 
fits to Scotland are really great and substantial, he (the 
lecturer) was enabled to attest, by a residence of twelve 
years in that country in an official position, which gave him 
unusual opportunities of observing the working of the cri- 
minal law ; and he saw no reason whatever why the same 
benefits might not be enjoyed in England, nor, indeed, why, 
by a judicious extension of the sound nay te which 
the system is based, they should not even be increased. 
Among other advantages arising from the presence, 10 
very part of the country, of a judge entrusted with large 
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powers, and ready at all times to conduct a criminal trial, 
was an avoidance of those long delays before trial so common 
in England, and which are at once unjust to the innocent 
and hurtful even to the guilty, seeing that a long period of 
uncertainty, with its attendant restlessness, is inconsistent 
with any process of moral reform. It was true that even in 
Scotland such delays were not altogether unknown, perhaps, 
in some cases unavoidable; but, at all events, they were 
comparatively few. It was long since any such trade out- 
rages as had too lately disgraced Sheffield and several 
other towns and mining districts in England, had been wit- 
nessed in Scotland; long also, since that country had seen 
so deplorable a spectacle as was this very last summer exhi- 
bited at Belfast; the streets filled wlth fanatics and plun- 
derers, and the magisterial bench occupied by men apparently 
in a state of paralysis. In Scotland, too, the number of habi- 
tual criminals of the ordinary kind, more especially of Scot- 
tish parentage and training, was very small. In recommending 
that a criminal jurisdiction be given to county court judges, 
he did not contemplate either a sudden and wholesale super- 
session of our unpaid magistracy, or its ultimate abolition. 
The two authorities might, for a time at least, work con- 
currently ; a prosecutor resorting to the one or the other, 
according as he found the work better performed. Judging 
from the experience of Scotland, the expense of the change 
need not be great ; and a set off to it might perhaps be gra- 
dually found in the suppression of some at least of the 
present recorderships ; an office which, in Scotland, does 
not exist. But whatever the cost might be, all persons con- 


versant with the subject would at once admit that it would | 
| Act, 1868 :— 


be as nothing compared with the expense consequent upon 
unrepressed crime. That the proposed duties could be 


ad led to the present arduous labours of county court judges | 


without some corresponding relief he would be the last to 


maintain ; but the mode of relief recommended by the Judi- | 
cature Commissioners, viz., by extending the authority of | 


the registrars and increasing the number of their subordi- 
nate officers, appeared quite as as applicable to criminal as to 
civil business ; while the suggested diminution in the num. 


ber of their principals would perhaps, under the new | 


circumstances, be, with general concurrence, abandoned. 
Relative to the appointment of the registrar, that ap- 


pointment which now was made by the county court judges, | 
the Commissioners advised should be henceforth placed in the | 


hands of the Lord Chancellor ; but against this reeommen- 


dation he (Mr. Hill) would respectfully but earnestly protest. | 13, sub-section (1), of the Municipal Elections Act. 


As the chief officer of the county court would still, of course, | 


be the judge, the adoption of this recommendation would 
be a violation of the cardinal rule that, to secure efficiency 


and real responsibility, a chief should have the selection of | 


his subordinates. It ought, moreover, to b2 remembered 
that the Lord Chancellor being a temporary officer only, 
and far beyond the sphere of the county courts, his interest 
in the choice of a really good registrar, as compared with 
that of the judge under whom he shall have to act, was infi- 
nitesimally small. 

A discussion followed the reading of the paper, in which 
Messrs. Allen, Edgar, Harris, and others took part. 

SOLICITOR’S BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of 
this Association took plave at the Law Institution, London, 
on Wednesday last, the 4th December inst., Mr. Park 
Nelson, in the Chair; the other Directors present being, 
Messrs. Brook, Carter, Hedger, Lake, Rickman, Shaen, and 
Torr.—(Mr. Eiffe, Secretary).—A sum of £100, was distri- 
buted in grants of assistance to the necessitous widows and 
families of three deceased members of the Association ; 
and a sum of £50, was granted in relief of the necessitous 
families of six deceased non-members. Nine new members 
Were admitted to the association: and other general busi- 
ness was transacted. 


ee 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, on Thursday, the 
5th instant, the following being present, viz.—Mr. Des- 
borough (Chairman), Mr. Stewart, Mr, Carpenter, Mr. 
Clabon, Mr. Collisson, Mr. Drew, Mr. Hedger, Mr. Kelby, 
Mr. Tylee, Mr. beds. a and Mr. Boodle (Secretary)—a 
grant of £50 was made to the widow of a member, four 
non-mombers’ cases were relieved, and the ordinary busi- 
ness was transacted. 








ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at Clements’-inn Hall, 
on Wednesday, the 4th December, 1872, Mr. H. Lewis 
Arnold in the chair, Mr. Scully opened the subject for the- 
evening’s debate, viz. :—‘ That no action should lie for 
breach of promise of marriage unless the contract be in 
writing.’ The motion was lost by a majority of three. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society on Tuesday last at the 
Law Institution (Mr. Harvie in the chair) the question dis- 
cussed was No. 505 legal:—‘Is a condition defeating a 
gift to a man on his second marriage good?’’ The debate 
was opened by Mr. Gane (for Mr. Galloway) in the 
affirmative, and after considerable discussion it was so 
decided by the society by the casting vote of the president. 
Twenty-two members were present. 








GENERAL RULES 
UNDER THE 
CORRUPT PRACTICES (MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS) 
ACT, 1872. 
The following Rules have been made by Justice Black- 


i burn, Justice Keating, and Baron Cleaspy, the Judges for 
| the time being on the Rota for the Trial of Election Peti- 


tions in England, pursuant to the Parliamentary Elections 


1. The presentation of a Municipal Election Petition 
shall be made by leaving it at the office of the master for 
the time being nominated by the Chief Justice of the Com- 
mon Pleas, under the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, 
and such master or his clerk shall (if required) give a 
receipt which may be in the following form :— 

Received on the day of "at the mas- 
ter’s office a petition touching the election of A.B., 
alderman, councillor, [&c. as the case may be] for the 
borough of purporting to be signed by [insert 
the names of petitioners]. 

C.D., Master’s Clerk 

With the petition shall also be left a copy thereof by 
the master to send to the town clerk, pursuant to section 


2. A municipal election petition shall contain the follow- 


ing statements :— 
(1.) It shall state the right of the petitioner or petition- 
ers to petition within section 13, sub-section (1), of the 


' Act: 


(2.) It shall state the holding and result of the election, 
and shall briefly state the facts and grounds relied on to 


' sustain the prayer. 


8. The petition shall be divided into paragraphs, each of 
which, as nearly as may be, shall be confined to a distinct 
portion of the subject, and every paragraph shall be num- 
bered consecutively, and no costs shall be allowed of 
drawing or copying any petition not substantially in com. 
pliance with this rule, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Court of Common Pleas or a judge at chambers. 

4, The petition shall conclude with a prayer, as for instance, 
that some specified person should be declared duly returned 
or elected, or that the election should be declared void, or 
that a return may be enforced, (as the case may be,) and 
shall be signed by all the petitioners. 

5. The following form, or one to the like effect, shall be 
sufficient :— 

In the Common Pleas. 

“The Municipal Elections Act, 1872.” 

Election for [state the place and office for which 
election held] holden on the day of 


for of A. of » and 
as the case may be] whose names are 


A.D. 
The petition of A. of 


B. of 
subscribed. 
1. Your petitioner A. is a person who voted for hada 
right to vote, as the case may be], at the above election, 
{or was a candidate at the above election]; and your 
petitioner B. [here state in like manner the right of each 
petitioner!. 
2. And your petitioners state that the election was 
holden on the day of A.D. when A.B., C.D., 
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and E.F. were candidates, and that A.B. ard C. D. have 
been in the usual manner declared to be duly elected. 

8. And your petitioners say that [here state the facts 
and grounds on which the petitioners rely]. 

Wherefore your petitioners pray that it may be deter- 
mined that the said A. B. was not daly elected, and that 
the election was void [or that the said E. F. was duly 
elected and ought to bave been returned, or as the case 
may be]. 

(Signed) 
B. 

6. Evidence need not be stated in the petition, but the 
Court of Common Pleas or a judge at chambers may order 
such particulars as may be necessary to prevent surprise 
and unnecessary expense, and to insure a fair and effectual 
trial in the same way as in ordinary proceedings in the 
Court of Common Pleas, and upon such terms as to costs 
and otherwise as may be ordered. 

7. When a petitioner claims the office for an unsucess- 
ful candidate, alleging that he had a majority of lawful 
votes, the party complaining of or defending the election 
shall, six days before the day appointed for trial, deliver 
to the master and also at the address, if any given by the 
petitioners and respondent, as the case may be, a list of 
the votes intented to be objected to, and of the heads of 
objection to each such vote, and the master shall allow 
inspection and office copies of such lists to all parties con- 
cerned : and noevidence shall be given against the validity 
of any vote, nor upon any head of objection not specified in 
the list, except by leave of the Court of Common Pleas or 
a judge at chambers, upon such terms as to amendment of 
the list, postponement of the inquiry, and payment of costs, 
as may be ordered. 

8. When the respondent in a petition under the Act 
complaining of an undue election, and claiming the office 
for some person, intends to give evidence to prove that the 
election of such person was undue, pursuant to the 15th 
section of the Act, sub-section 9, such respondent shall, six 
days before the day appointed for trial, deliver to the 
master, and also at the address, if any, given by the peti- 
tioner, a list of the objections to the election upon which 
he intends to rely, and the master shall allow inspection 
and office copies of such lists to all parties concerned ; and 
no evidence shall be given by a respondent of any objec- 
tion to the election not specified in the list, except by 
leave of the Court of Common Pleas or a judge at chambers, 
@pon such terms as to amendments of the list, postpone- 
ment of the inquiry, and payment of costs, as may be 
ordered. 


9. With the petition petitioners shall leave at the office 
of the master a writing, signed by them or on their behalf, 
giving the name of some person entitled to practise as an 
attorney in the Court of Common Pleas, whom they 
authorise to act as their agent, or stating that they act 
for themselves, as the cuse may be, and in either case 
giving an address, within three miles from the General 
Post Office, at which notices addressed to them may be 
left ; and if no such writing be left or address given, then 
notice of objection to the recognisances, and a'l other 
notices and proceedings may be given by sticking up the 
same at the master’s office. 

10. Any person elected to any municipal office may at 
any time after he is elected send or leave at the office of 
the master a writing, signed by him or on his behalf, ap- 
pointing a person entitled to practise as an attorney in 
the Court of Common Pleas to act as his agent in case 
there should be a petition against him, or stating that he 
intends to act for himself, and in either case giving an 
address within three miles from the (ieneral Post Office at 
which notices may be left, and in default of such writing 
being left in a week after service of the petition, notices 
and proceedings may be given and served respectively by 
sticking up the same at the master’s office. 

11. The master shall keep a book or books at his office 
in which he shall enter all addresses and the names of 
agents given under either of the preceding rales, which 
book shall be open to inspection by any person during 
office hours. 

12. The master shal!, upon the presentation of the 
petition, forthwith send @ copy of the petition to the town 





clerk, pursuant to section 13 of the Act, sub-section (1), 
and shall therewith send the name of the petitioner's 
agent, if any, and of the address, if any, given as pre. 
scribed, and also of the name of the respondent’s agent, 
and the address, if any, given as prescribed, and the town 
clerk shall forthwith publish those particulars along with 
the petition. 

The cost of publication of this and any other matter, re. 
quired to be published by the town clerk, shall be paid by 
the petitioner or person moving in the matter, and shall 
form part of the general costs of the petition. 


13. The time for giving notice of the presentation of a 
petition and of the nature of the proposed security shall 
be five days, exclusive of the day of presentation. 

14. Where the respondent has named an agent or given 
an address, the service of a municipal election petition may 
be by delivery of it to the agent, or by posting it ina 
registered letter to the address given at such time that, in 
the ordinary course of post, it would be delivered within 
the prescribed time. 

In other cases the service must be personal on the re. 
spondent unless a judge at chambers on an application 
made to him not later than five days after the petition is 
presented on affidavit, showing what has been done, shall 
be satisfied that all reasonable effort has been made to 
effect personal service, and cause the matter to come to the 
knowledge of the respondent, in which case the judge may 
order that what has been done shall be considered sufficient 
service, subject to such conditions as he may think 
reasonable. 

15. In case of evasion of service, the sticking up a notice 
in the office of the master of the petition having been pre- 
sented, stating the petitioner, the prayer, and the nature 
of the proposed security, shall be deemed equivalent to 
personal service if so ordered by a judge. 

16. The deposit of money, by way of security for pay- 
ment of costs, charges, and expenses payable by the peti- 
tioner, shall be made by payment into the Bank of England 
to an account to be opened there by the description of 
“The Corrupt Practices Municipal Elections Act, 1872, 
Security Fund,’’ which shall be vested in and drawn upon 
from time to time by the Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas for the time being for the purposes for which security 
is required by the said Act, and a bank receipt or certifi- 
cate for the same shall be forthwith left at the master’s 
office. 


17. The master shall file such receipt or certificate, and 
keep a book open to inspection to all parties concerned, in 
which shall be entered from time to time the amount, and 
the petition to which it is applicable. 


18. The recognizance as security for costs may be 
acknowledged before a judge in chambers, or a master in 
town, or a justice of the peace in the country. 

There may be one recognizance acknowledged by all the 
sureties, or separate rocognizances by one or more, as may 
be convenient. 

19. The recognisance shall certain the name and usual 
place of above of each surety, with such sufficient descrip- 
tion as shall enable him to be fomnd or ascertained, and 
may be as follows :— 

Be it remembered that on the day of , in the 
year of our Lord 18 , before me [name and description] 
came A.B., of [name and description as above prescribed | 
and acknowledged himself {or severally acknowledged 
themselves | to owe to our Sovereign Lady the Queen the 
sum of five hundred pounds [or the following’sums |, (that is 
to say) the said C.D. the sum of £ , the said EF. 
the sum of £ , the said G.H. the sum of £ ’ 
and the sald J.K. the sum of £ , to be levied on his 
[or their respective} goods and chattels, land and tene- 
ments, to the use of our said Sovereign Lady the Queen, 
her heirs and successors. 

The condition of this recognizance is that if [here insert 
the names of all the petitioners, and if more than one, add, 
or any of them] shall well and truly pay all costs, charges, 
and expenses in respect of the election petition signed by 
him [or them] relating to the [here insert the name of the 
borough] which shall become payable by the petitioner [or 
petitioners, or any of them,]} under the Corrapt Practices 
Municipal Elections Act, 1872, to any person or persons, 
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‘then this recognizance to be void, otherwise to stand in full 
force. 
Signed, 

[Signature of sureties. ] 

Taken and acknowledged by the above-named [name of 
sureties] on the day of at , before me, 
Cc. D. 
A justice of the peace [or as the case may be].— 


20. The recognizance or recognizances shall be left at 
the master’s office, by or on behalf of the petitioner in 
like manner as before prescribed for the leaving of a peti- 
tion forthwith after being acknowledged. 

21. The time for giving notice of any objection to a 
recognizance nnder the 13th section of the Act, sub-section 
(4), shall be within five days from the date of service of 
the notice of the petition and of the nature of the security, 
exclusive of the day of service. 

22. An objection to the recognizance must state the 
ground or grounds thereof, as that the sureties, or any 
and which of them, are insufficient, or that a surety 
is dead, or that he cannot be found, or that a person 
named in the recognizance has not duly acknowledged the 
same. 

23. Any objection made to the security shall be heard 
and decided by the master, subject to appeal within five 
days to a judge, upon summons taken out by either party 
to declare the security sufficient or insufficient. 

24. Such hearing and decision may be either upon 
affidavit or personal examination of witnesses, or both, as 
the master or judge may think fit. 

25. If by order made upon such summons the security 
be declared sufficient, its sufficiency shall be deemed to be 
established within the meaning of the 13th section of the 
said Act, and the petition shall be at issue. 

26. If by order made upon such summons an objection 
be all-wed and the security be declared insufficient, the 
master or judge shall in such order state what amount he 
deems requisite to make the security sufficient, and the 
further prescribed time to remove the objection by deposit 
shall be within five days from the date of the order, not 
including the day of the date, and such ¢eposit shall be 
made in the manner already prescribed. 

27. The costs of hearing and deciding the objections 
made to the security given shall be paid as ordered by the 
master or judge, and in default of such order shall form 
part of the general costs of the petition. 

28. The costs of hearing and deciding an objection upon 
the ground of insufficiency of a surety or sureties, shall 
be paid by the petitioner, and a clause to that effect shall 
be inserted in the orderdeclaring its sufficiency or in- 
sufficiency, unless at the time of leaving the recognizance 
with the master there be also left with the master an 
affidavit of the sufficiency of the surety or sureties sworn 
by each surety before a justice of the peace, which affida- 


vit any justice of the peace is hereby authorised to take, | 
| manner as the clerks of assize and of arraigns attend at 


or before some person authorised to take, affidavits in the 
Court of Common Pleas, that he is seised or possessed of real 
or personal estate, or both, above what will satisfy his debts 
of ihe clear value of the sum for which he is bound by 
his recognizance, which affidavit may be as follows: 


In the Common Pleas. 
Corrupt Practices Municipal Elections Act, 1872. 

I, A.B., of [as in recognizance] make oath and say that 
I am seised or possessed of real [or personal] estate 
above what will satisfy my debts, of the clear value of 

je Sworn, &c. 

29. The order of the master for payment of costs shall 
have the same force as an order made by a judge, and may 
be made a rule of the Court of Common Pleas, and en. 
forced in like manner as a judge’s order. 

30. The master shall make out the municipal election 
list. In it he shall insert the name of the agents of the 
petitioners and respondent, and the addresses to which 
notices may be sent, ifany. The list may be inspected at 
the master’s office at any time during office hours, and 
shall be put up for that purpose upon a notice board 
appropriated to proceedings under the said Act, and headed 
“ Municipal Election List.” 

31. The time of the trial of each municipal election 
petition shall be fixed by the election judges 
on the rota, or any one of them, who shall 








signify the same to the master, and notice there- 
of shall be given in writing by the master by sticking 
notice up in his office, sending one copy by post to the 
address given by the petitioner, another to the ‘address 
given by the respondent, if any, and a copy by the ‘post to 
the town clerk of the borough to which the petition re- 
lates, fifteen days before the day appointed for the trial. 

The town clerk shall forthwith publish the same in the 
borough. 

82. The sticking up of the notice of trial at the office of 
the master shall be deemed and taken to be notice in the 
prescribed manuer with the meaning of the Act, and such 
notice shall not be vitiated by any miscarriage of or re- 
lating tothe copy or copies thereof to be sent as already 
directed. 

33. The notice of trial may be in the following form :— 

Corrupt Practices Municipal Election Act, 1872. 

Election petition of 

Borough of 

Take notice that the above petition [or petitions] 
will be tried at on the day of and on 
such other subsequent days as may be needful. 

Dated the day of ‘ 

Signed, by order, 


A.B., 
The Master appointed under the above Act. 

34. A judge may from time to time, by order made upon the 
application of a party to the petition, or by notice in such 
form as the judge may direct to be sent to the town clerk, 
postpone the beginning of the trial to such day as he may 
name, and such notice when received shall be forthwith 
made public by the town clerk. 

35. In the event of the barrister to whom the trial of the 
petition is assigned not having arrived at the time ap- 
pointed for the trial, or to which the trial is postponed, 
the commencement of the trial shall iyso facto stand ad- 
journed to the ensuing day, and so from day to day. 

36. No formal adjournment of the court for the trial of 
a municipal election petition shall be necessary, but the 
trial is tobe deemed adjourned, and may be continued 
from day to day until the inquiry is concluded. 

37. The application to state a special case may be made 
by rule in the Court of Common Pleas when sitting, or by 
a summons before a judge at chambers, upon hearing the 
parties. 

38. The title of the court held for the trial of a muni- 


' cipal election petition, may be as follows :-— 


“Court for the trial of a municipal election petition for 
the borough of [or as may be] between peti- 
tioner and respondent,” and it shall be sufficient so 
to entitle all proceedings in that court. 

39. An officer shall be appointed for each court for the 


| trial of a municipal election petition by the election judges, 
;at the time that they assign the petition to the 


barrister ; such officer shall attend at the trial in like 


the assizes. 

Such officer may be called the registrar of that court. 
He, by himself, or in case of need, his sufficient deputy, 
shall perform all the functions incident to the officer of 
a court of record, and also such duties as may be pre- 
scribed to him. 

40. The reasonable costs of any witness shall be ascer- 
tained by the registrar of the court, and the certificate 
allowing them shall be under his hand, unless the court 
shall otherwise order, 

41. The order of the court to compel the attendance of 
@ person as a witness may be in the following form: 

Court for the trial of a municipal election petition for 

[complete the title of the court] the dayof . 

To A. B. [describe the person]. You are hereby required 
to attend before the above court at [place] on day 
of at the hour of for forthwith, as the case may be |, 
to be examined as a witness in the matter of the said 
petition, and to attend the said court until your exami- 
nation shall have been completed. 

As witness my hand, A.B., 
The barrister to whom the trial of the said 
petition is assigned. 

42, In the event of its being necessary to commit any 
person for contempt, the warrant may be as follows: 
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At a court holden on at for the trial of a 
municipal petition for the borough of 
A.B., one of the barristers appointed for the trial of 
municipal election petitions, pursuant to ‘ The 
Corrupt Practices Municipal Elections Act, 1872.” 
Whereas C. D. has this day been guilty, and is by the 
said court adjudged to be guilty, of a contempt thereof. 
The said court does therefore sentence the said C. D. for 
his said contempt to be imprisoned in the gaol for 
calendar months [or as may be], and to pay to our Lady, 





the Queen, a fine of £ , and to be further imprisoned 
in the said gaol, until the said fine be paid, and the court 
further orders that the sheriff of the borough [if any, or as 
the case may be], and all constables and officers of the 
peace of any county, borough,or place where the said 
C.D. may be found, shall take the said C.D. into custody 
and convey him to the said gaol, and there deliver him into 
the custody of the gaoler thereof, to underge his said 
* sentence; and the court further orders the said gaoler to 
receive the said C.D into his custody, and that he shall be 
detained in the said gaol in pursuance of the said sentence. 
A. B. 
Signed the day of 
A. B. 





43. Such warrant may be made out and directed to the 
sheriff or other person having the execution of process of 
the superior courts, as the case may be, and to all consta- | 
bles and officers of the peace of the county, borough, or , 
place where the person adjudged guilty of contempt may 
be found, and such warrant shall be sufficient without | 
further particularity, and shall and may be executed by | 
the persons to whom it is directed or any or either of | 
them. 

44, All interlocutory questions and matters, except as to | 
the sufficiency of the security, shall be heard and disposed 
of before a judge, who shall have the same control over 
the proceedings under the Corrupt Practices Municipal 
Elections Act, 1872, as a judge at chambers in the ordinary 
proceedings of the superior courts, and such questions and } 
matters shall be heard and disposed of then by any judge 
at chambers. - 

45. Notice of an application for leave to withdraw a 
petition shall be in writing and signed by the petitioners | 
or their agent. 

It shall state the ground on which the application is 
intended to be supported. 

The following form shall be sufficient :— 

Corrupt Practices Municipal Elections Act, 1872. 

Borough of Petition of [state petitioners] 

presented day of 

The petitioner proposes to apply to withdraw his 
petition upon the following ground [here state the 
ground], und prays that a day may be appointed 
for hearing his application. Dated this day of 

(Signed) 

46. The notice of application for leave to withdraw shall 
be left at the master’s office. 

47. A copy of such notice of the intention of the peti- 
tioner to apply for leave to withdraw his petition shall be 
given by the petitioner to the respondent, and to the town 
clerk, who shall make it public in the borough to which it 
relates, and shall be forthwith published by the petitioner 
in at least one newspaper circulating in the place. 

The following may be the form of such notice :— 

Corrupt Practices Municipal Elections Act, 1872. 

In the Election Petition for in which is 
petitioner and respondent. 

Notice is hereby given, that the above petitioner has 
on the day of lodged at the Master's office 
notice of an application to withdraw the petitior, of 
which notice the following is a copy [set it out]. 

And take notice that by the rule made by the judges, 
any person who might have been a petitioner in respect 
of the said election may, within five days after publica- 
tion by the town clerk of this notice, give notice in 
writing of his intention on the hearing to apply for 
leave to be substituted as a petitioner. 

(Signed) 

48. Any person who might have been a petitioner in 
respect of the election to which the petition relates, mag, 
within five days after such notice is published by the 
returning officer, give notice, in writing, signed by him 





or on his behalf, to the master, of his intention to apply 


| to the hearing to be substitutd for tho petitioner, but the 
before ; want of such notice shall not defeat such application, if in 


fact made at the hearing. 

49. The time and place for hearing the application shall 
be fixed by a judge, and whether before the Court of com- 
mon Pleas, or before a judge, as he may deem advisable, 


' but shall not be less than a week after the notice of the 


intention to apply has been given to the master as herein- 
before provided, and notice of the time and place appointed 
for the hearing shall be given to such person or persons if 
any, as shall have given notice to the master of an intention 
to apply to be substituted as petitioners, and otherwise in 
such manner and at such time as the judge directs. 

50. Notice of abatement of a petition, by death of the 
petitioner or surviving petitioner, under section 17, sub- 
section 5, of the said Act, shall be given by the party or 
person interested in the same manner as a notice of an 
application to withdraw a petition, and the timo withia 
which application may he made to the Court of Common 
Pleas or a judge at chambers, by motion or summons at 
chambers, to be substituted as a petitioner, shall be one 
calender month, or such further time as upon consideration 
of any special circumstances the Court of Common Pleas or 
a judge at chambers may allow. 

51. If the respondent dies, any person entitled to be a 


| petitioner under the Act in respect of the election to which 


the petition relates, may give notice of the fact in the 


| borough by causing such notlce to be published in at least 


one newspaper circulating therein, if any, and by leaving 
a copy of such notice signed by him or on his behalf with 


: the town clerk, and a like copy with the master, 


52. The manner and time of the respondent’s giving 
notice that he does not intend to oppose the petition, shall! 
be by leaving notice thereof in writing at the office of the 
master signed by the respondents six days before the day 


_ appointed for trial exclusive of the day of leaving such 
; notice. 


53. Upon such notice being left at the Muster’s office, the 
master shall forthwith send a copy thereof by the post to 
the petitioner or his agent, and to the town clerk, who 


| shall cause the same to be published in the borough. 


54. The time for applying to be admitted as a reepondent 
in either of the events mentioned in the 18th section of the 
Act shall be within ten days after such notice is given as 
herein-before directed, or such further time as the Court 
of Common Pleas or a judge at chambers may allow. 

55. Costs shall be taxed by the master, or at his request 
by any master of a superior court, upon the rule of court or 
judge’s order by which the costs are payable, and costs 
when taxed may be recovered by execution issued upon the 
rule of court ordering them to be paid; or, if payable by 
the order of a judge, then by making such order a rule of 
court in the ordinary way and issuing execution upon such 
rule against the person by whom the costs are ordered to be 
paid, or in case there be money in the bank availab’e for 
the purpose, then to the extent of such money by orler of 
the Chief Justce of the Common Pleas for the time being, 
upon a duplicate of the rule of court. 

The office fees payable for inspection, office copies, 
enrolment, and other proceedings under the Act and these 
rules, shall be the same as those payable, if any, for like 
proceedings aceording to the present practice of the Court 
of Common Pleas, 

56. An agent employed for the petitioner or respondent 
shall forthwith leave written notice at the office of the 
Master, of his appoiutment to act as such agent, and service 
of notices and proceedings upon such agent shall be 
suffizient for all purposes. 

57. No proceeding under the Corrupt Practices Municipal 
Elections Act, 1872, shall be defeated by any formal 
objection, 

58. Any rule made or to be made in pursuance of the 
Act, if made in term time shall be published by being read 
by the master in the Court of Common Pleas, and if made 
= of term by a copy thereof being put up at the master’s 
office, 

Dated the 20th day of November 1872. 
Coin BLACKBURN. 
H. S. Keatina. 
A. CLEAsBY. 


Dr. Abdy, Regius Professor of Civil Law at Cambridge, 


purposes resigning that appointment at the end of this 
year. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
COURT OF CHANCERY. 
CAUSE LIST. 
Sittings after Michaelinas Term, 1872. 
Before.the Lonp CHANCELLOR and Lorps Justices. 
Appeals, 


Murchison v Southgate R.— 
July 9 

Anderson v Pignet B.—Aug 7 

Cotterell v Stratton M.—Aug 8 

Harrison v Harrison R.—Aug 


13 

Codrington v Lindsay R.— 
Aug 28 

Jones v Ogle R.—Aug 28 

Chamberlayne v Brockett R. 
—Oct 31 


Clarke v Tawner R.—Sept 3 
Bidgood v Preston R.—Nov4 
Halford v Brooks R.—Nov 8 
Brooks v Halford R.—Nov8 
Kennard v Kennard R.— 
Nov 14 
Lloydv Pughe M.—Nov 18 
In the matter of E. W Lloyd, 
and Evans v Pughe M.— 


Nov18 
Venn v Cattell R. Nov 19 


Before the MASTER OF THE ROLLs. 
Causes set down previous to transfer. 


Tanner v Mason md 
Hay v Bates c, wit (day to be 


fix 

Miller v Miller md_ wits. 
before examiner (V.C. W.) 

Clowes v Hogg cc, wits— 
(V.C.M.) day to be fixed 

Wason v Davidson spc (S. O. 
to amend) 

Barnes v Barnes fc (S. O., 
to present a petition) 

Lloyd v Roberts c with wits 
ee. 4) 


White v Huggins md 


Johnson v Gamble m d, wits 
before examiner 

Godfrey v Saull md 

Tufnell v Caton fe 

Thorpe v Brumfitt m d witns. 
before examiner 

Ingle v Goodwin fc 

Kekewich v Earl of Devon c 

Wilkinson v Dent fc 

Dent v Dent fe 

Ellis v Woodbury fc (heard 
29 July) restored by order 

Wood v Menten c (short) 


Remaining Causes tranferred from the Books of Vice-Chancellors 
Sir Ricard Mains and Sir Joun Wickens, by order 


dated 29th July, 1872. 


London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank, limd. v Narrawav 


mfd V.C.W. 26 April 


Goosev Bedford mfd V.C.M. 


Mouldenv Blackburn Cause V.C.W. 27 April (Dee. 13) 
1 May 


Drake v Trail mfd V.C.M. 


Baker v Parson mfd ee 
ve 


V.C 
ad V, 
V. 


Cadett v Earale mf 
Feather v Feather m 
Phipps v Phipps m fd 
Sealey v Timms cause 
Walker v Walker mfd 
Henshall v Fereday mfd 
Stephenson v Stephenson m f 
Crondace v Harle mfd_ V.C. 


d 
f 


C. 
V.C. 
V.C 
¥ 


Nutting v Thomas cause, witns 


N 
M. 


1 May 
1 May 
1 Ma 


.C.W. 8 May 


Hall v Precious cause, witas V.C.W. 9 May 


Schroeder v Meiss cause V.C. 


W. 14 May 


Wright v Goodwin mfd V.C.W. 14 May 


Humev Hume mfd V.C.W. 
Midland Ry. Co. vGreat Western Ry. Co. 


15 Ma: 


y 
Union Bank of Manchester, limd. vy Clayton cause 


17 Ma: 


y 
Smalley v Underwood eause witn V.C.M. 


15 Ma 
mfd V.C.W. 


V.C.W 
21 May 


Jones v Finlay cause, witns V.C.W. 21 May 


Cooper v Cooper mfd Y.C.M. 


Piercy v Fynney cause, witns 


22 May 


V.C.M.° 22 May 


Hollis v Parker mfd V.C.W. 22 May 
Beech v Thornycroft mfd V.C.W. 22 May 


Swift v Swift mfd V.C.W. 


22 May 


Bearing v Kynaston mf d V.C.W. 23 Ma 

Stevens v Mid Hants Ry. Co. m fd V.C.W. 23 May 
Blackman v Cornish m ford V.C.W. 23 May 
Williams v Tasker mfd V.C.W. 24 May 

Jenner v Cooper mfd V.C.W. 24 Ma 

Richardson vCamp mfd V.C.M. 25 Nay 


Crouch v Thomas mfd_ V.C. 
Cross v Crouch m f d V.C.W. 14 


order 


W. 25 ae? 
une advanced by 


Prichard v Collette cause, witns V.C.W. 27 May 
Collette v Prichard cause, witns V.C.W. 27 May 
Russell v Palmer mfd V.C.W. 27 May 


Collin v Proust mfd V.C.M. 


Hammond v Adamson mf d 


28 Ma: 


V.C.M. May 


Newmarch v Harrisson cause, witns V.C.W. 29 May 


McGarel v Moon mfd_ V.C.M. 
Patrick vGye mfd V.C.M. 31 May 
v Bowers mfd V.C.W. 
mfd V.C, 


Comley 
Hothanbank v Swithinbrook 
Way v Elmer cause Y.C.M. 


30 = 
tns before examiner 
31 Ma: 
. June3 
4 June 


Brooks, pauper vy Webber cause V.C.M. 4June 





Dashwood v Hope mfd V.C.W. 4 June 
Henrich v Henshaw mfd V.C.M. 65 June 


Fison v Packard mfd V.C.M. 


June 5 


London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank, limd v Indian, 
Peninsular, London and China Bank, limd mfd V.C.W. 


5 June 
Goatly v Heale: 


mfd V.C.M. 6 June 


Masterman v Chapman mfd V.C.M. 6 June 


Ingoldb 
Hay v 


vRiley mfd V.C.M. 7 June 
gins mfd V.C.M. 
Riley v Mallard mfd V.C.M. 


8 June 
10 June 


Milward v Redditch Local Board of Health m fd V.C.M. 


10 June 


Dobree v Waters mfd V.C.W. 
Smith v Matthews cause V.C.M. 
Cates v Cluzet cause V.C.M. 


10 June 
13 June 
17 June 


End of Transfer, 
Causes set down since transfer. 


Cooper v Witham c 

Baker v Baker md 

Tammage v Phillips md 

Burton v Gray c, with wits 
(day to be fixed) 

Bower v Hague md 

Dallas v Walls md 

Penaluna v Edwards fe 

Woolmer v Hirtzell fe 

Capper v eengy | ce 

Lea v Grime, Rigby v Rigby 


c 
Payne v Rigg fe 
Ayre v Ayre md 
Delves v Cripps md 
Porter v Porter fe 
London & South-Western 
Bank (Limited) vPryor md 
Steadman v Hunt md 
Nichols v Hill fe 


Langlands v Stone fe 

In re Webbs’ Estates, Webb v 
Jones fc & sums to vary 
Warton v Warton fe 
Hatchard v Hudson md 
Tanner v Holman md 
Eagles v Le Breton fc 

Moet v Stein c 

Haywood v Reese fc 
Whitbourn v Wye md 
Smith v Mogford md 
Elmerv Elmer fe 

In re John Clark’s Estate, 
Clark v Clark fe 

Steele v Mullins md 

Earle v La Croisade md 
Bergman v Mote md 
Shorland v Bertram fe 

In re Cosham Estate, Cosham v 
Cosham fe 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHanp MALINs. 
Causes, §c. 


Armstrong v Holmes m d pt. 


Keane v Tahiti Cotton & Coffee 
Plantation Co., limited. demr. 
of the Tahiti Co. and another 

Keane v The same Co. demrs. 

. of the Polynesian Plantation 
Co. limd. and others 

Ramsden v Lister exons for 
insuffncy 

Rokeby v Elliot exons for in- 
suffucy 

Kemp v Tucker d 

Graham v Slade d 

Hunter vChesshire d 

Hopkin v Ollard d 

Martineau v Mathieu 
sumns to vary 

Church y Tamvaco m d (Dec 9) 

Rowland vy Milton fe 

Hale v Stockwell m d, and 
— in Morris v Adams, 

y 


fc& 


order 
Boyle v Smythe spc 
City Discount Co. (Limited & 
reduced) v Cooper c, with 
wits (retransferred from 
a by order) day to be 


fix 

Goodwin v Bull m d (re- 
transferred from V.C.B., by 
order) 

Hill v Wilson 
day to be fixed) 

Sidney v Sidney c, with wits 
(day to be fixed) 

Williams v Oulton 
before examiner 

Thomas v Evans c 

Smith v Lester md 

Parker (R.P.O.) v Lewis c 
with wits (Dec 4) 

Almond v F md 

Charl wood v Cornelius ec with 
witns (day to be fixed 

Gregory v Gregory m for d 

Davies v Woodward m ford 

Mosenthal v Mosenthal spc 

Smith v Buller md 

Hale v Adams fc & sums to 
vary 


c, with wits 


m d wits 


Buchanan v Cadell c, with wits 
(day to be fixed) 

Lawrence v Cox md 

British & American Telegraph 
Co. (Limited) v Colquhoun, 
Bart. m d, wits before 
examr 

Trade Auxiliary Co. (Limited) 
v Vickers md 

Wright v Gabriel m d 

Stokes v Jennings m d (re- 
transferred from M R) 

Smart v Walsh spc 

Smart v Bremner sp c 

Bide v Harrison spe 

Ashby v Sedgwick case on ap- 

eal from Watford County 


ourt 
Maxwell v Maxwell md 
Caldicott v Smith Satchweil v 
Smith md 
Beale v Atchley c 
United Land Co, limd., v 
Great Eastern Ry. Co. md 
Davies v Howells md 
Prescott v Barker spc 
Maynard v Eaton ¢ 
Melrose v Mounsey c¢ 
Raggett v Findlater m d 
Douglas v Shearburn md 
Lloyd v Jones m d 
Thomas v Aaron fe 
Saunders v Knight-Bruce m d 
Wood v White fe 
Fray v Jones c 
Pidsley v Pidsley 
Hawks v Longridge spc 
Countess of Egremont v 
Tompson fe 
Gent v Williams fo 
Hanson v Leighton md 
Sheard v Sheard md 
Harvey v Horry md 
Smith v Truscott md 
Curtis v Bristol Port & Chan- 
nel Dock Co. m d 
Ayerst v Jenkins md 
Godfery v D’Avigdor_ md 
Jackson v Adams md 
Rutherford v Scott fe 
Tickle v Kelsall fe 
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Shepheard v Beetham md 

Pooley v Foster, Bart c¢ 

Cope v Evans fe 

Hards v King cause, with 
witnesses (day to be fixed) 

Digby v Ward md 

Grover v Foster, Bart fc & 
sumns to vary 

Freke vy Lord Carbery md 

Candy vy Candy md 

The Nowgong Tea Co. of 
Assam, limd., (by Official 
Liquidator) v Barry ¢ 

Croaker v Standing m d 

Newbolt v Wright fe 

Simey v Edwards m d 

Hunt v Ingledew m d (not 
before Dec 12) 

Moxon v Payne ¢ 

Fortune vy Thompson c 

Beckerley v Beckerley 

Innes v Mathias md 

Wilts & Berks Canal Naviga- 
tion Co., v Swindon Water 
Works Colimited md 

Talbot v Bentley fe 

Francis v Wade fe 

Burgessv Bennett md 


md 


Fane v Fane c¢ 

Boatwright v Boatwright c¢ 

Alexander v Gage fe 

Humphriss vy Westmacott case 
on appeal from Shipston 
County Court 

Perren v Russell md 

Richards v Arabin 
sumns ; 

Marler v Tommas md 

Chambers v Saffery md 

Scott v Laver md 

Williams v McKim md 

Lewis v Musgrove md 

Hamilton v Nott ¢ 

Neal vy Pearce md 

Power v Williams m d 

Trethewy v Helyar md 

Hadwen v Kenworthy m d 

Norris vy Woodward m d(short) 

Thomas v Thomas md 

Chambers v Chambers md 

Foll v Langley case on appeal 
from Glamerganshire Coun- 
ty Court 

Crawford v Higgs fc 

tetallick v Huxham c 

Drake v Burgoyne md 


f c and 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Str JAMES Bacon. 
Causes, &c. 


Farren v Farren md 


Remaining Causes transferred from the Books of Vice-Chan- 
cellors Sir R. Matrns avd Sir J. Wickens, by Order, dated 


lst May, 1872. 
Rowett v Fenwick 
Owen v Delamere 


cause 


Clare v Sutton 
toberts v Sabine 
Brooke v Robinson 
Coverdale v Eastwood 
Sobey v Sobey mf d 


Hitchcock v Hitcheock mfd 
Treen v Beachey 
Healey v Healey 


Hook v Fox mfd Y.C.M. 


cause, witns 
Yates v University College, London 
Smith v Gardner mfd V.C.M 
Gardner v Sinith cause, witns 
] mfd V.C.W 
mfd V.C.W. 
mfd V.C.W. 

mfd V.C.M. 
V.C.M 
Macdermott v Williams mfd 


V.C.W. Dec3 


V.C.M. Dec 10 
mfd V.C.W. 


V.C.M. 


V.C.W. 
V.C.W. 


mfd V.C.W. 
mfd V.C.W. 


End of Transfer. 


Causes set down since the transfer. 


London & North Western Ry 
Co. v Greenbank Alkali Co. 
(Limited) md 

Lee v Sankey, Ginder v Sankey 
md 


Noble v Willock md 

Twycross v Twycross 

Dixon v Dixon md 

Wright v Wright md 

Norris v Frazer c 

Ashv Ash md 

Young v Maling 

Brown v Black md 

Davies v Roberts md (trans- 
ferred from V C Wickens’ 
book, by order 

Armit v Hipkins fe 

Gough v Bage fe 

Podmore v Breach fe 

Mirchouse v Mirehouse fc 

Jay v Montagne fc 

Hibbert v Hibbert f c and 
sumns to va 

Hill v Burdett md 

Benn v Benn fe 


md 


md 


Wheeler v Jones fe 

Griffin vy Coalman md 

Andrew vy Andrew md 

Purvis v Abraham f ¢ and 
sumns to vary 

Wilson v Lloyd md 

Williams v Belcham md 

Greenhalgh v Rumney (5 
causes) f cand sumns to vary 

Harvey v Wright md 

3ird v Harris fe 

Parker v Pocock md 

Smith v Adlard c 

Apps v Barclay c 

Hubbard v Alexander ¢ 

Earl of Jersey v Briton Ferry 
Floating Dock Co fe 

In re Kendall, Sinkinson v 
Kendall fe 

Bigg v The Mayor, &., of 

ndon f c and sumns to 

vary 

James v Jones fe and sumns 
to vary 

Commercial Union Assurance 
Co. v Uzielli mfd 

Haldane v Eckford fe 

Williams v Financial Corpn 
limited e¢ 


Before the Vice-Chancellor WickENs. 
Causes, ec. 


Gray v Bateman 
insuffne 

Taylor v ? 
special exnr 

Duarte v Brand f ¢ 

Inglis v Paso ¢ (8 0) 


m 
aylor c, wit before Pigott v P 


exons for oe Aylesford v Morris 


t #¢ 

Saunders v Bettyes md 
Browne v Collins fc & 2 sums 
Binney v Feldtmann md 





Marquess of Salisbury v Me- 
tropolitan Board of Works 
md 

Laing v Gover md 

Palmer vy Hackney District 
Board of Works md 

Pickles vy Pickles md , 

Cavender v Bulteel md 

Bullocke v Bullocke md 

Pigott v Pigott md 

Eyre v Holmes md 

Gee v Mahood c 

Brutf y Cobbold rehearing of 
md 


Bass v Adams fc & sums 

Ditchfield v Diggle c 

Maitre v Stead trial before 
the Court without a jury 

Synge v Synge sp ec 

Roscoe v New Dale Mine, 
(Limited) md 

Wescombe v Morris spe 

Crozier v Crozier spe 

Blandfordv De Castro md 

Shaw v Addis c 

Barton v Barton m d 

Laurie, P. O. of Union 
Bank of London v_ Binns 
md 

Corbet, Bart. v Humphrys md 

McKechnie v Vaughan md 

Poole vHeron spc 

Brown v Wrighton c 

Fletcher vy Harrison m da 

Skato v Dunster f c and 
sumns. 

Aston v Round md 

Hedger v Hedger md 

Blake v Revell md 

Phipps v Lovegrove md 

Robinson vy Grave md (Dee 
10) 

White v Simmons c 

Bousquet, pauper v Bent ¢ 

James vJames md 

Whitham v Dixon md 

Hicks v Lang md 

Leith v Bruyeres spc 

Minton v Minton spe 

Waterer v Waterer fe 

Jones v Williams md 

The Metropolitan Board of 
Works vy The Marquess of 
Salisbury c 

Essex v Wilkinson, Cerrito v 
Wilkinson c 

Beeley v Beeley md 

Hedger v Hedger md 

Jackson v Rogerson md 

Read v Strangwayes md 

Alexander v Palmer fe 

Needhain Viscount Newry v 
Simmons md 

Cummins v Herron 
(Dec 3) 

Whiterow v Whiterow md 

Thompson v Bannister md 

Walford v Tarrant c 

Stanbrough v Fraser md 

Halfhide vy Robinson re-hear- 
ing of cause 

Frinneby v Martineau, San- 
ders v Martineau f c and 
sumns 

Taunton v Thorold md 

Digby v Turner md 

Pounder y Gibson ec 


md 


Boyle, pauper v Trounce ¢ 

Knowles v Robinson md 

Bradley v Bradley md 

Alleyne v Hussey md 

Darsie v Mozley c 

Dudley v Tanner md 

Rosserv Rhys md 

Bonner v Ayliff md 

Sheffield v Eden md 

Gilliat v Gilliat m d 

Bailey v Barlow ¢ 

Griesiell v Jackson fe 

Fawcett v Sheard f ¢ 

Hartley v Mansell fe 

Bowen v Woodward md 

Smyth v Marshall md 

Madams v Heath md 

Jephs v Knight m d 

Cundall v Procter fe 

Preston v Leeson md 

Wordsworth v Crawshaw fe 

Knight v Gibson fe 

Lake v Wall fe 

Griffiths v Bedborough fc 

Webber v Webber fe 

The Neath & Brecon Ry Co, y 

Maund md 

Goodacre v Goodacre fe 

Allender v Philip fe 

Phillips v Richards md 

Laurie v Sewell md 

Woof v Barron md 

Sankey v Breton md 

Wetherell v Todd fe 

Watkins v Watkins fe 

Morley v Bailey md 

Dean v Dean fe 

City of London Brewery Oo., 
limited vy Tennant md 

Cave v Walker md 

Cottrell v Cottrell md 

Cooper v Cohen cc witns 

Hammond v Frere mad 

Shoesmith v Byerley md 

Thomson v Shaw ec 

Riley v Ormerod md 

Riley v Ormerod md 

Earl of Bradford v_ Saffery 
m 

Lyall v Fluker md 

The Co. of Proprietors of the 
Somersetshire Coal Canal 
Navagation v The Bristol 
and North Somerset Ry 


Co. ¢ 
Chamberlain v Napier fe 
Turner v Herrman md 


Gibbs v Needham md 

Baynes v Baynes md 

Elsmere vy Gaven md 

Caley v Caley md 

Rowed v Saunders md 

Wilson v Johnstone c 

Groom v Savery md 

Meek, KnightvClarkson md 

Sheffield v Gray c¢ 

Clark v Potts fe 

Arnold v Jarvis md 

Watts v Watts fe 

Attorney-General v The Mayor 
Alderman & Burgesses of 
the Borough of Berksley 
md 

Littledale v Bickersteth m d 

Arnold v Young md 

Wilkinson v Elster md 

Turnerv Turner md 








TAXATION OF BILLS 


OF SOLICITORS AND 


ATTORNEYS. 


Order issued b 
suance of ‘*‘ The 


the Local Government Board in pur- 
ublic Health Act, 1872.” 


To the Clerks of the Peace of the several Counties, Ridings, 
Divisions, and Places in England and Wales ;— 

To the several Urban and Rural Sanitary Authorities ip 
England and Wales.constituted by ‘The Public Health 


Act, 1872°*;— 


And to all others whom it may concern. 
Whereas it was enacted by ‘‘The Public Health Act, 
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ema 
3972,” that, on the application of any sanitary authority 

whose accounts are required by the Sanitary Acts to be 
audited to the clerk of the peace of the county in which the 
area under the jurisdiction of such authority is wholly or in 
part situated, his deputy should tax any bill due to any 

solicitor or attorney, in respect of legal business performed 
on behalf of such authority ; and that the allowance of any 
sum on such taxation should be prima facie evidence of the 
reasonableness of the amount, but not of the legality of 
the charge; and that the clerk of the peace should be 

allowed for such taxation a remuneration after the rate to 
be fixed by the master of the Crown Office, and declared 
by an order of the Local Government Board ; 

Aud whereas the master of the Crown Office has fixed the 
rate of allowance to the clerk of the peace in respect of 
such taxation as herein declared : 

Now therefore, we, the Local Government Board, in 
pursuance of the statute aforesaid, hereby declare, that the 
clerk of the peace of every county or place in England and 
Wales shall be allowed for the taxation of every bill due 
to any solicitor or attorney, in respect of legal business 
performed on behalf of any urban or rural sanitary 
authority, after the rate of four pence per sheet, or folio of 
seventy-two words each. 

Given under cur seal of office, this twenty-ninth day 
of November, in the year one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-two. 

[z, 8.] JAMES STANSFELD, President. 
John T. Hibbert, Secretary. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quoratron, Dec. 6, 1872. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 914 x d Annuities, April, 85 93 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 5, 91gxd| Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 183 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91% Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct.6 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 912 Ditto, £500, Do —6 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, —6 dis 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last half-year) 245 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 104 pCt.Apr.’74,205 | Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent., May,’79 1053 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80 1094 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. 88 103} Do.Do, 5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 101 
Ditto, ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4per Cent.95 | Dittc, ditto, under £1006 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


\Pald. Closing Prices. 
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Railways. 
Stock Bristol and Oi aiscntidncalinnical 100 | 
Stock Caledonian .. eh ee 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western ...scsceeerecee eee | 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock “ 
Stock) Great Northern .....s.-esessessesseres a | 
Stock) Do., A Stock ......ssessseeeereee ees 
Stock! Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... | 
Stock Great Western—Original.,..cccccsessessereessnees 
Stock) Lancashire and Yorkshire  ........000 eee 
Stock, London, Brighton, and South Coast . 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover,........... 
Stock, London and North-Western .., | 
Steck) London and South Western..........000+ oe 
Stock, Manchester, Sheffleld, and Lincoln ......006.+4) 
Stock Metropolitan ove 
Stock) Do., District ....ccccrrsercorcersesssececcvoseeee coef 
Stock Midland jt 
Stock North British 
Stock! North Eastern 
Stock) North London 
Stock) North Staffordshire ... 
Stock South Devon 
Stock South-Eastern .... 100 | 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





saeeeeeeeeeneere 


























Money MARKT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The proportion of bank reserve to liabilities has receded 
a trifle and stands now at 46 per cent. ; there has also been 
a good discount demand. Under these circumstances, the 
bank directors have not lowered the bank rate any further. 
The railway market continued strong this week till the 
close, when a reaction took place. In the foreign market 
attention is mainly engrossed by Spanish, The new 





Spanish loan is issued at 283, a higher price than was 
expected ; it is being dealt in at aslight premium. Vice- 
Chancellor Malins having approved a further return of 
10s. per share to the Overend & Gurney shareholders, the 
official liquidators propose to pay at their office on Monday, 
the 16th, and three following days. ; 








PRESENTATION To A County Courr Jupae.—Mr. J. W. 
Harden, late Judge of the Chester County Court, was 
presented on the 3rd December with a testimonial, sub- 
scribed for by members of the legal profession of that 
city, to testify their esteem for Mr. Harden on the 
severance of his connection with the county courts of the 
district. Early in the present year, on the resignation 
of Mr. Greene, judge of Circuit No. 10, the Government 
determined to readjust some of the county court circuits ; 
and from Mr. Harden’s circuit were taken Chester, Nant- 
wich, Crewe, Oswestry, and Whitchurch, in place of which 
he received jurisdiction over the towns of Wigan and 
Leigh, in Lancashire, also retaining Birkenhead, Warring- 
ton, Runcorn, and Altrincham. The testimonial consisted 
of an epergne, two dessert stands, and a coffee tray, all of 
solid silver, and costing about £200; it contained the 
following inscription: — ‘Presented to John William 
Harden, for upwards of a quarter of a century judge of 
county courts in Circuit No.7, on the severance of the 
Chester, Nantwich, Crewe, Oswestry, and Whitchurch 
County Courts from the circuit, owing to judicial changes 
in the County Courts in 1872, with the best wishes of the 
subscribers.” 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BosanqueT—On Nov. 21, at 11, Palace-gardens-terrace, Ken- 
sington, the wife of F. A. Bosanquet, barrister-at-'aw, of a 
son. 

Brooks—On Nov. 25, the wife of George Henry Brooks, of Old 
Windsor Lodge, Windsor, Berks, and of Doctors’-commons, 
Esq., of ason. 

SHARP—On Nov. 20, at Netherlegh Cottage, Chester, the wife 
of Frederic William Sharp, solicitor, of a daughter. 

WALLER-SHEPHERD—On Noy. 29, at The Terrace, Henley, 
Oxen, the wife of F, Waller-Shepherd, of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Weeks—On Nov. 24, at 4, Shaftesbury-terrace, Kens!ngton, 
the wife of Thomas Henry Weeks, Esq., solicivur, of a son. 
Wuite_ey—On Nov. 27, at West Dulwich, the wife of George 
Crispe Whiteley, barrister-at-law, of twins—boy and girl. 
Yretrs—On Dee. 4, at 5, Lansdowne-villas, Lansdowne-road, 
Croydon, the wife of Henry Mnskett Yetts, Esq., of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

McNeEttt—McNEILtt—On Nov. 26, at St. Giles’ Church, Cam- 
berwell, Alexander MeNeil, Esq., of the Middle Temple, to 
Hester Law Howard, second daughter of the late Forbes 
MeNeil, Esq., and widow of the late John MeNeil, Esq., 
Lieut. 8rd Bombay Fusiliers, 

Roperts—PorTER—On Nov 23, at All Saints’, St. John’s-wood, 
Owen Roberts, M.A., barrister-at-law, of Grove-hill, Cam- 
berwell, S.E., to Mary Ann Porter, of Manor House, St. John’s 
Wood-park, second daughter of the late Richard Porter, Esq., 
of White Hall, Hornsey-lane. 

DEATHS. 

BLANsHARD—On Nov. 28, 2: Scarborough, aged 70, William 
Blanshard, Esq., late Judge of the County Courts for North- 
umberland. 

Drxon—On Nov. 30, at his residence, No, 6, Warrington- 
crescent, Regent’s-park, Thomas Harry Dixon, of 35, John- 
street, Bedford-row, solicitor, aged 76 years. 

Osnorne—On Nov. 23, at Bent House, Prestwich, John Os- 
borne, of Lincoln’s-inn, Q.C., and one of her Majesty's County 
Court Judges. 

Rosgerrson—On Dee. 3, Erasmus Robert Gower Robertsou, of 
the Inner Temple, Esq. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Farpay, Nov. 29, 1872. 
Leairap in CHANCERY. 

European Trading Company (Limited),—Creditors are required, on or 
bebre Jan 21, to send their names and adiresses, and the prrticalars 
of their debts or claims to Fredk Bertram Simart, 86, Cheapside. 
Tuesday, Feb 4 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjadicating upom 
the debts and claims. 
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Old Gunnislake Mining Company (Limited).— Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims to Mr. Fredc Thos Percy Wells, 12, North 
st, Westminster. Tuesday, Jan 14 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Nant-y-Blaidd silver Lead Mine (Limited).—Petition for winding up. 
presented Nov 22, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor, 
Wickers on Dec 6. Mossop, Cannon st, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Tvespay, Dec. 3, 1872, 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 


Clapton Coal and Iron Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented Dec 2, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor Malins 
on Dec 13. Webb, Gresham st, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Eastern District Freehold Estates Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has fixed Wednesday, Dec 11, at his chambers, for the ap- 
pointment ot an official liquidator. 

Joint National Agency (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Malins has, by an 
order dated Nov 23, ordered that the voluntary winding of the 
above agency be continued. Woollacott and Leonard, Gracechurch st, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Morben Slate and Slab Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented Nov 26, directed t» be heard before Vice Chancellor Wickens 
on Friday, Dec 13. Webb and Co, Argyll st, Regent st, solicitors in 

rson 

Rosherville Hotel Company (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Matins has, 
by an order dated Nov 23, ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Lewis and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Tyne Chemical Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, by 
an order dated Nov 23, ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued Hoyle, Cannon st; agent for Hoyle 
and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, solicitors for the petitioners. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 
Fripay, Nov. 29, 1872. 

North Whea! Bassett Mining Company.—The Vice Warden has, by an 
order dated Nov 16, ordered that the above company be wound up by 
this court. Hedge aud Co, Truro ; agents for Downing, Redruth, 
solicitor 





Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripar, Nov. 29, 1872. 


United ay Friendly Socicty, Abingdon Arms Inn, Beckley, Oxford. 
Nov 23 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Nov. 29, 1872. 


Adamthwaite, Wm Vipund, Edward st, Hampstead rd. Dec 9, Rickerby | 
t Keatley, V.C. Malins. Gammon, Barge yd chambers, Bucklersbury | 


Empson, Richd, Downham rd, Kingsland, Gent. Dec 2!. Guser v 
Strutt, V.C. Malins. Lewis, Wilmington eq 

Fidday, Chas, Harcourt bldes, Inner Temple, Gent. Jani. Andrew v 
Pitman, M.R. Pitman, Harcourt bldgs, Inner Temple 

Gilman, Ties, St Peter's rd, Mile End, Carpenter. Dec 31. Gilman v 
Wells, V.C. Malins, Laundy, Cecil st, Strand 

Howitt, Caroline, Hasland, Derby, Spinster. Dec 20, Howitt v Howitt, 
V.C. Malins. Rooke, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Johnson, John. Jani1l. Standish » Gerrard, V.C. Malins 

Peck, Sam], Lpool, Draper. Dec 23. Peck v Peck, V.C. Malins. Goffey, 


Lpool 
Pote, Rev Edwd, Grantchester, Cambridge, Clerk. Jan 11. Gray v 
Cooke, V.C. Wickens. 


Sulivan, Robt Desmond, Bishop’s Waltham, Hants, Esq. Dec 3l. | 


Sulivan v Sulivan, M.R. Bolton, Elm ct, Temple. 
Waite, Jobn, West st, Goldensq, Trimming Seller. Jan 1. Lacy 
Waite, M.R. Mayhew, Gt Marlborough st 


Wood, Sarah, Union pl, City rd, Widow. Dec3i. Blackmore v Kyffin, | 


M.R. Courtenay, Gracechurch st 


Tvespay, Dec. 3, 1872. 

Marshall, John, Dnmb Halil, Derby, Farmer. Dec 21. 
shall, V.C. Malins. Marshall, East Retford. 

Marsland, Edwd, Henbury Halil, Chester, Esq. Jan 10. Pearson v 
Marsland, V.C. Wickens. Lingards and Newby, Manch 

Pick, Wm, Gt Ouseburn, York, Gent. Jan }. Pick v Pick, M.R. 
Hirst, Boroughbridge 

Pyrah, John, sen, Raw Nook, Bradford, York, Yeoman. Jani. Pyrah 
v Woodcock, M.R. Mumford, Bradford. 

Trelawny, Edgar, Pa!l mall East. Jan 2. Harvey v Trelawny, M.R. 
Galland, Gray’s inn *q 

Walker, Wm, Ranskill, Notticgham, Farmer. 
Walker, M.R. Hearfie d, Hull 

Watkin, John, Lpool, Whip Manufacterer. Jan 1. 
Nicholson, Lpool 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Futwar, Nov. 29, 1872, 
Alcock, Wm, Brenchley, Kent, Innkeeper. Dec 26. Cripps, Tunbridge 
ells 
Armitage, Jas, Hamilton terrace, St John’s Wood, Esq. Janl. Few, 
Henrictta st, Covent gdn 
Bord, John Grove, Bruton, Somerset, Gent. Janj25. Dyne, Braton 
Brown, Robt Allison, Byers Green, Durhum, Tailor. Jan 31. Proud, 


Bishop Auckland 

Church, Jcho, Woodside, Herts, Esq. Jan31. Harrison and Go, Gray’s 

inn 

Deighton, Christopher, Godmanchester, Huntingdon, Gent. Jan 1. 
Hannyban and Son 

Fieeman, Hy, Peakirk, Northampton, Contractor. Jan1, Brown and 
Atter, Peterborough 

Coxe, Hy Seatiges, Potton, Bedford, Esq. Junel. Roberts, South sq, 
Gray's lon 

Greetham, Louisa, Westbourne Pk crescent, Paddington, Spinster. Dec 
él. Edgcombe and Cole, Portsea 

> Burmantofts, Leeds, Gent, Jan 15, Middleton and Sons, 


Wilson v Mar- 


Jan 3. Jordan v 


Dodo Watkin, M.R. 





Haines, Helena Ann, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Widow. Jan 9%, 
Marrough, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Harry, Wm, Egiwysilan, Glamorgan, Retired Innkeeper. Jan 19, 
Spickett and Price, Pontypridd 

Hindle, Thos. Blackburn, Cotton Manufacturer. Jan 15. Wilding ang 
and Son, Blackburn 

Hollick, Johv, Chatham, Kent, Gent. Dec 20. Hills and Winch, 


Chatham 

Holliday, Dan}, Carlisle, Cumberland, Accountant. Feb 25. Dobinsop 
and Watson, Carlisle 

Hoole, Francis Wm, Sheffield, Gent. Jan 31. Broomhead and (Cp, 
Sheffield 

Howard, Cornelius, Manch, Gent. Jan 4, Earle and Co, Manch 

Jackson, Jeremiah, New Cross, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Jan}, 
Mackeson and Co, Lincoln’s inn Fields 

Jordan. Saml, Slough, Bucks, Gent. Jan 31. Darvill and Co, New 
Windsor 

Kemp, Jas, Poole, Dorest, Esq. Dec3l. Dickinson, Poole 

Stott, Geo, Lincoln, Aldershot, Hants, Licenced Victualler. Dec 24, 
Bayley ani Foster, Aldershot 

Longuet, Eleonore, Dover, Kent, Widow. Jan. 20 Mowll, Dover 

—- Geo, Rawmarsh, York, Stonemason. Jan 31. Harrop, 

winton 

Miller, Wm, sen, Whitehaven, Cumberland. Dec 26. Miller, jun, Croft. 
hill, Whitehaven 

Moorcroft, Jas, Lpool. Jan 11. Brighouse, Ormskirk 

— Mary Jane, Seaforth, Lancashire, Spinster, Dec 23. Field, 
L 


p00! 

Nesle, John Embery, Lpool, Gent. Dec 3:1. Morecroft, Lpool 

Neale, Thos, Lpool Yeoman. Jan 1. Morecroft, Lpool 

Parkinson, Ellen, Kirkham, Lancashire, Spinster. Dec 20. Dickson, 
Kirkham 

Price, Wm Thos, Southsea, Hants, Geut. Jan 1. Greenhill, Grace. 
charch st 

Prin Jas Wm, Albert terrace, Albert grove, Peckham, Coich Builder 
Jan 10, Easton, Cliffords inn, Fleet st 

Procter, Wm, Hornby, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Dec 31, 
Pearson, Kirby Lonsdale 

Riley, Mary, Halifax, York, Spinster. Feb 1. Sutclffs, Heblen Bridge 

Scarlett, Hon Sir Jas Yorke, Burnley, Lancashire, General. Feb 1, 
Artindale, Burnley 

Scoolefield, John Jas, Leeds, Saddler. Jan 15. Hopps. Leeds 

Segar, Jane, Everton, Lpool, Spinster. Jan 1. Morecroft, Lpoul 

Shepherd, John, Sheffield, Gent. Feb 28. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 


Pearson and 





| Simmons, Geo Fredk, Kingston Lislea, Berks, Farmer. Jan 12, 
| . Welman, Gt George st, Westminster 

\ Spencer, Mary, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Spinster. Jan 15. Middleton 
| 


and Son, Leeds 

Travis, Mary Ann, Sheffield, Widow. Jan 30. Broomhead and Co, 
Sheffield 

Tummon, Jas Gibson, Sutton in Ashfield, Nottingham, Licensed 
Victualler. Jan 31. Woodcock, Mansfield 

Vicat, Eliz Jane, Hastings, Sussex, Spinster. Dec 20. Robinson and 
Co, Charterhouse sq 

Williams, Sarah, Highgate rd, Kentish Town, Widow. Jan 10. Smith, 
Gt James st, Bedford row 

Wilson, Joseph, Tweedmouth, Berwick upon Tweed, Ironfounder. Jan 

| 7. Sanderson, Berwick upon Tweed 

Wood, John Agar, Elm House, Lower Edmonton, Gent. Jan. Sole 
and Co, Aldermanbury 


TuEspay, Dec. 3, 1872. 

Baxter, Thos, Worcester, Gent. Janl. Corbett, Worcester 

Beament, John, Crewkerne, Somerset, Yeoman. Dec 31. Sparks, 
Crewkerne 

Boumphrey, Thos, Lpool, Builder. March 1. Bateson and Co, Lpcol 

Corfield, Chas, Leopold, Roydon, Essex, Farmer. Jan 9. Kichardson, 
Gt Hadham 

| Croft, Wm, Chertsey, Surrey, Gent. Jan 3. Gwillim, Chertsey 
Dore, Rosa Lucy, Hove, Sussex, Spinster. Dec 24. Cooperand Williams 
Brighton 

Jeremiah, Thos, Lianvihangel Pontymoile, Monmouth, Innkeeper. 
Jan 1, Edwards and 800, Pontpyool, 

Fenton, Jas Crosland, Lockwood, York, Gent. Janl. Joues and Hird, 
Huddersfield 

Fysh, Jolin, Alf, Weston super Mare. Dec 31. Sparks, C.ewkerne 

Freeman, Hy, Peakirk, Northampton, Contractor. Janl. Brown and 
Atter, Peterborough 

Glover, John Edwin Milnes, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. Jan 1, 
Morecroft, Lpool 

Harper, Wm, Hosken, Davenham Hall, Cheshire, Esq. Jan 15. Davies 
and Brook, Warrington 

Holliday, Danl, Carlisle, Cumberland, Accountant. Feb 25. Dobinson 
and Watscn, Carlisle 

Jones, David Parry, Esgergraig, Cardigan, Gent. Jan 4. Lloyd, 
Carmarthen 

kenzie, Theodosia, Bathwick, Bath. March |, Kinnear and Tombs, 

Swindon 

Mackrell, Wm, Collingbourne, Kingston, Wilts, Esq. Jan 1. Mackrell 
and Co, Cannon st 

Melhuisb, Jas, Brook st, Holborn, Clerk. Deci8. Johnston, Bedford 





row 
Pardoe, Thos, Seven Stoke, Worcester, Farmor, March 25. Corbett, 
Worcester 
Pereira, Edwd, Grosvenor sq, Esq. Jan 10, Tocker and Co, King st, 
Cheapside 
Poole, John, New Brighton, Cheshire, Beerhousekeeper, Jan 1). 
Cheshire, Northwich 
Reade, John, Balking, Berks, Farmer, Jan 31, Crowdy, Faringdon 
arg 4 pe 8en., Littleport, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 31. Evans 
and Son, Ely 
— Mary, Darlington, Durham, Widow. Dec 5, Allison and Co, 
arlington 
Stoughton, Clarke, Bawdeswell, Norfolk, Esq. Jan 31. Whites and 
,» Wymondham 
Toms, John, Amersham, Bucks, Brazier. Jan 18. Cheese, Amersham 
— —. Hy, Lynsted, Kent, Esq. March 1, Tassell and Son 
‘aver 
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Vallance, Wm David, Lynsted, Kent, Fruiterer. Feb 1, Tassell and 
Son, Faversham 

Wilkie, Edwd Chas Hales, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. March 1. Wight- 
Wick and Co, Canterbury 

Yea, Louisa, Brighton, Sussex, Spinster, Jan1. Upperton and Co, 
Briwhton 


Bankrupts. 
Faipay, Nov. 22, 1872, 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Austin, Hy De Bruno, Lancaster gate, Hyde park, Builder. Pet July 
19. Roche. Decl2atll 
Medlicott, John, Richmond rd, Hackney, Show Board Maker. Pet Nov 
20. Spring-Rice. Dec 12 at 11 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bailey, Wm, Town green, nr Ormskirk, Lancashire, Commercial Tra- 
yeller. Pet Nov 25. Watson. Lpool, Dec 12 at 2.30 

Crawford, John, Pendleton, Lancashire, Flax Spinner, Pet Nov 28. 
Hulton. Salford, Dec 18 at 11 

Irving, Jared. Blackburn, Lancashire, Draper. Pet Nov 26, Bolton. 
Blackburn, Dec 12 at 11 

Johnson, Jospeh Wm, Aldershot, Hants, Grocer. Pet Nov 25. White 
Guildford, Dec 12 at 1 

Lane, Edwd Pyne, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Corn Factor. Pet 
Nov 23. Campbell. Warwick, Dec 14 at 3 

Robin:on, Walter Wm, Maghull, Lancashire, Bookkeepee. Pet Nov 25. 
Watson. Lpool, Dec 12 at 2 

Ronse, Geo Pemberton, Fakenham, Norfolk, Cabinet Maker. Pet Nev 
25. Palmer. Norwich, Dec16 at 12 

Salmon, Fredk Wm, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Manufacturer of 
Incubators, Pet Nov 27, Campbell. Warwick, Dec 14 at 10,30 

Whinnerah, Hy, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Contractor. Pet Nov 
26. Postlethwaite. Ulverston, Dec 10 at 10 


TuEspay, Dee. 3, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Hyman, Maurice, Abraham, Duke st, Spitalfields, Furrier. Pet Nov 28. 
Peyps. Dec 19 at 11. 
Watson, Hy, St Ann’s lane, Aldersgate, Stationer. Pet Nov 29. 
Brougham. Dec 20 at 11. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cowee, Edwd, Aylesbury, Bucks, Draper. Pet Nov 28. Watson. 
Aylesbury, Dec 17 at 12 
Worrall, Thos, Manch, Saw Mills Proprietor, Pet Nov 28. Kay. 
Manch, Dec 19 at 9.30 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, Nov. 29, 1872, 


Crampton, Wm Norman, Grove rd, Upper Holloway, Clerk in the Ad. ! 
{ 


miralty. Nov 19 


Tuespay, Dec. 3, 1872. 
Bath, Hy Thos, Lyinington, Hants, Seedsman. Nov 28 
Rendall, Caleb, Leightcn Buzzard, Bedford, Ironmonger. 
Chawner, Wm, Birm, Tavern Keeper. Nov 27 


Noy 23 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frivay, Nov, 29, 1872. 
Adams, Geo Fredk, Basingstoke, Hants, Coach Builder. Dec 9 at 3, at 
offices of Bayley, Basingstoke 
Almond, John, Leeds, Fish Dealer. Dec 20 at 11, at offices of Harle, 
Rank st, Leeds 
Anderson, John, Newcastle upon Tyne, Grocer. Dec 18 at 11, at offices 
ot Log dew and Daggeit, Dean st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Andrews, Joseph, St John st, West Smithfield, Printer. Dec 9 at 2, at 
offices of, Stoneham, Philpot, lane 
Arnold, Geo, Poland st, Oxford st, Working Jeweller. Dec 11 at 2, at 
offices of Sydney and Son, Finsbury circus 


Ashdown, Hy, Bexley Heath, Kent, Builder. Dec 16 at 3, at the West’ 


er Mills, Bexley Heath. Bellamy, and Strong, Bishosgate st 
ithin 


Aspinall, Sam!, Lpool, Lancashire, Coal Merchant. Dec 12 at 2, at 
offices of Lawrence and Dixon, Harrington st, Lpool 

Bainbridge, Robt, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builder, Dec 10 at 12, at 
offices of Robson, Townha)l, Gateshead upon Tyne 

Ball, Thos, Watson’s rd, Wood green, Merchant’s Clerk, Dec 20 at 2, 
at offices of Watson, Basinghall st 

Bannon, Dan), Lpool, Provision Merchant. Dec 16 at 3, at offices of 
Yates,“South John st, Sg} 

Bervon, Inglis, Welshpool, Montgomery, Teacher of Music. Dec 14 at 
12, at offices of Harrison and Son, Berriew st, Welshpool 

Bradbury, Thos Stanley, Stoke upon Trent, Grocer’s Assistant, Dee 5 
at 11, at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Bonny, John, Blackpool, Lancashire, Chemist. Dec 18 at 2, at offices of 
Smith, Cort’s bidgs, Lpool 

Brereton,Wm, Wybunbury, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Dec 13 at 3, at the 
Lamb Hot , Nantwich. Lisle, Nantwich 

Brown, Hy, Luton, Bedford, Builder. Deo 12 at 2, at offices of Bailey, 
Uuion st, Luton 

Brown, Wm Hy, Fenchurch st. Dec 17 at 12, at 145, Cheapside, 

» Gt Winchester st 

Browning, Thos Willson, Canni n, Somerset, General Dealer. Deo 

20 at 9, at offices of Parsons, olas st, Bristul. Tucker, Bridge st, 


Bristol 
rs FredkjKeymer, Ipswich, Suffolk, Seed Grower. Dec 20 at 12, 
At offices of Tayler, Gt James st, Bedford row. Hill, Ipswich 





Calvert, Alfred, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer, 
Middleton and Sons, Park row, Leeds 

Capirs, Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, General Dealer. Dec 9 at 2, at 
offices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers. Brown aud Davies, 
Swansea 

Causey, Thos, Wigan, Lancashire, Confectioner. 
of Lees, King st, Wigan 

Chalmers, Andrew, and Jas Buckle, Fenchurch bldgs, Fenchurch st, 
Tobacco Brokers. Dec 16 at |, at office of Hilb2ry, Crutched friars 

Chappel, Joseph, Batley, York, Contractor, Dec ll at 3, at offices of 
Ibberson, Dewsbury 

C'aydon, Sam], Gosport, Hants, Pensioner. Dec 12 at 11, at otfices of 
Paice, Commercial rd, Landport. Walker, Portsea 

Clayworth, Joseph Marshall, Birm, Veterinary Surgeon. Dec 11 at 12, 

Dae Il as 


Dec 11 at 3, at offices of 


Dec 12 at 11, at offices 


at the Queen’s Hotel, Birm. Griffin, Birm 

Costigan, Nicholas, Rhyl, Flint, Refreshm2at-room Keeper. 
12, at the Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Davies, Holyweli 

Cox, Joseph, Lpool, Chandelier Maker. Dec 13 at 2, at office of Cotton, 
South John st, Lrool 

Croydan, John, Haughton, Stafford, Farmer. 

and, Martin st, Stafford 

Darker, Chas, Speniton, Notts, Auctioneer. 
Hogg, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Dennett, Geo, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, Tailor. Dec 10 at 12, at office 
of Capel, Lincoln’s inn fields. Bullock, Gt Berkhamstead 

Dobson, Thos, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Potato Merchant. 
at 11, at office of Maw, Jun, Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 

Edwards, Wm, Carnarvon, Cabinet Maker. Dec 12 at 2, at tne British 
Hotel, Bangor. Picton and Co, Carnarvon 

Elgin, Thos, Eversholt st, St Pancras, Wine Merchant. Dac 7 at 12, at 
office of Webster, Basinghall st 

Elliot, Fredk, Grosvenor st, Commercial rd East, Rope Maker, Dec 10 
at 2, at offices of Moore, Mark lane 

Glendinning, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothier. 
office of Winter, Westgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Cockcroft, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Goodfellow, Joseph, Salisbury, Wilts, Beerhouse Keeper. 
at office of Hodding, Market House, Salisbury 

Gradwell, Jas, Lpool, Cabinet Salesman. Dec 6 at 3, at office of Gibson 
and Bolland, South John st, Lpool. Lumb, Lpool 

Graves, Hannah, Charringt»n st, Oakley sq, Camden Town, Licensed 
Victualler. Dec 9 at 1, at office of Nethersole, New ina, Strand 

Greenop, Geo, Lpool, Grocer’s Assis‘ant. Dec 16 at 2, at office of Wil- 
liams, Lime st, Lpool 

Hall, Wm, South Shields, Durham, Bootmaker. 
of Purvis, King st, South Shields 

Harman, Walter, Wornington rd, Notting hill, Plasterer. 
at office of Macmullen, Westbourne grove, Paddington 

Hill, Edmund, Coaley, nr Dursley, Gloucester, Grocer. Dec 11 at 5, at 
the Fox Inn, Coaley. Jackson, Stroud 

a Benj, Leasowe, Cheshire, Hotel Keeper. Dec 12 at 11, at office 

Dec 9 at 4, at office of Parry, Bennett’s 


Dze 12 at 11, at office of 


Dec 12 at 11, at office of 


Dec 12 


Dec 10 at 3, at 
Mather and 


Dec 11 at 3, 


Dec 24 at 12, at office 


Dec 16 at 3, 


of Killey, Lord st, Lpool 

Horton, Thos, Birm, Jeweller. 
hill, Birm 

Jackson, Hy, Bush lane, Cannon st. Dec 20 at 2, at the Guildhall 
— House, Gresham st. Clarke and Co, Gresham House, Old 
Broad st 

Jones, Wm, Liardudno, Carnarvon, Stonemason. Dec 10 at 2, at the 
Prince Albert Hotel, Hig st, Bangor. Jones, Carnarvon 

Joyce, Jas Smith, Brixton, Brewer. Dec 16 at 12, at offices of Harper 
and Co, Rood lane 

Kay, Richd Dugdale, and Chas Hy Wood, Accrington, Lancashire, 
Waterproof Clotn Manufacturers. Dec 10 at 3, at offices of Broume 
and Co, King st, Manch. Charnley and ‘Co, Preston 

Kearsley, Jas, Bacup, Bricklayer. Dec 14 at 12, at the New Inn, Bacup, 
Ashworth, Rochdale 

Lee, Juhn Hy, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Veterinary Surgeon. Dec 16 at 
3, at offices of Higgingbotham and Barclay, Macclesfield 

Livingston, John, Narberth, Pembroke, Coachbuilder. Dec 9 at 12, at 
offices of Lascelles, Narberth 

Lowe, Chas, Lincoln, Tobaccenist. Dec 12 at 11, at offices of Page, jun 
Silver st, Lincoln 

Lowthin, Eliz Harrison, Lpool, Butcher. 
South John st. Hughes, Lpool 

Marsh, Jas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Undertaker. Dec 13 at 12, at offices 
of Evans, High st, Cardiff 

Maycock, Jas,Avon Dassett, Warwick, Farmer. Dec 12 at 12, at office of 
Stockton, Banbury 

Meaden, Jas, Bognor, Sussex, Stationer. 
Hotel, nor. Brandreth, Brighton 

Millard, Chaz, Sandley, Bedford, Grocer, 
Smith, Sandy 

Monk, Jas, West Hanney, Berks, Farmer. 
Jotcham, Newbury st, Wantage 

Moore, Chas, Bradford, Builder. Dec 14 at 11, at offices of Wood and 
Killick, Commercial Bank bidgs, Bradford 

Moore, Joha, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builder, Dec 11 at 11, at offices of 
Hooper, Grainger st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Parkerson, Robt Hy, and Fredk Vincent Ellis, Hamsell st, Cripplegate, 
= Manufacturers. Dec 9 at 2, at offices of Buchanan, Basing- 
hall st 

Parry, Hugh, Pant dedwydd, Merineth, Stonemason, De2 21 at 10, at 
at offices of Louis, Well st, Ruthin 

Reed, Mary, Yate, Gloucester, out of business. Dec 9 at 11, at offices of 
Essery, Guildbali, Broad st, Bristol 

Riddiford, Wm Fredk, Southwick, Northampton, Farmer. Dec 13 at 
11, at offices of Richardson and Son, Oundle 

Roberts, Abel, Rkoslienerchr . Denvigh, Shopkeeper. Dec 13 at 12, 
at offices of Acton and Bury, Chester st, Wrexham 

Robinson, Joseph, West Bromwich, Stafford, out of business. Dec 12 
at 3, at office of Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich 

Russell, Edwd Thos, WharfJale rd, King's cross, Coal Merchant. Deo 
11 at 2, at 14, Old Jewry chambers, Russell and Co 


Dec 17 at 2, at oilices of Ivey, 


Dec 14 at 3, at the Sussex 
Dec 10 at 2, at offices 0 
Dec 12 at 12, at offices of 


, Fredk, Mawbey rd, Old Kent ré, Draper. Dec 12 at 12, at office 


of Farrar and Farrar, Godliman st, Doctor's 
Shiel, Sam) Jas, Seacombe, Cheshire, Bookkeeper. 
of Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead 


commons 
Dec 9 at 4, at office 
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Shepherd, Saml Lakey, Matlock Bank, Derby, Grocer. Dec 12 at 11, a* 
Market Hall Chambers, Matlock Bridge. Cowdell 

Short, Sam!, Bristol, Oilman. Dec 12 at 12, at office of Wadham and 
Chilton, Smill st, Bristol 

Smithard, Edwd, Derby, Pork Butcher. Dec 13 at 2, at office of Leech, 
Full st, Derby 

Souch, Thos, Brighton, Sussex, Farrier, Dec 16 at 3, at offic: of Verrall 
New rd, Brighton 

Spence. Wm, Sa'e, Cheshire, Builder. Dec 16 at 11, at office of Hodg- 
son, Cross st, Manch 

Spring, Wm, Lpool, Dining-house Keeper. Dec 10 at 2, at office of 
Brdtherton, Castle st, Lpool 

Stuart, John Geo, Wigan. Lancashire, Stationer. Dec i6 at 11, at 
cffices of France, Churchgate, Wigan 

Tappenden, Frederic, Egerton, Kent, Publican. Dec 10 at 2, at offices 
of Hallett and Co, Ashford 

Taylor, John, Chester, Plumber. Dec 1? at 12, at offices of Walker and 
Smith, Chester 

Thomas, Martin, jun, March, Wholesale Stationer. Dee 12 at 12, at 
oflices sf Bunting and Bingham, Manch 

by nk wees Mark lane, Tea Broker. Dec 16 at 12, at offices of Preston, 
Mark lane 

Waterton, John, Shipley, York, Hay Dealer. Dec 10 at 2, at the Branch 
Hotel, Shipley. Lancaster, Bradford. 

Whitworth, Squire, Lincoln, Hay Dealer. Dec 17 at 10, at offices of 
Tweed, Lincoln. 

Wigmore, Wm Edwd, Southgaterd, Tottenham, Licensed Victuailer. 
Dec 18 at 3, at offices of Philp and Behrend, Pancas lane 

Williams, Philip, Birm, Provision Dealer. Dec 16 at 11, at offices of 
Allen, Birm 

Wood, Hy, go Herts, Grocer. Dec 11 at 12, at offices of Grace and 
Co, Bri-to 

Woods, Wm, Swithland, Leicester, Thrashing Machine Proprietor. Dec 
13 at 12, at offices of Deane, Loughborough 

Tvrspay, Dec, 3, 1872. 

Albright, Elisham Geo, Wellingborough, Northampton, Draper. Dec 
17 at 12, at 33, Gutter lane. Henry, Wellingborough 

Ashton, Fras Chambers, Kingston-upon-Huil, sadiler. Dec 12 at 11, at 
office of Reed, St Mary’s chambers, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Aus’in, Hy Vicars, Lincoln, Private Tutor. Dec7 at 11, at offices of 
Purten and Scorer, Lincoln 

Bebbington, Robt Gregson, Newton, Cheshire, Corn Merchant. Dec 16 
at 2.50, at office of Bellringer, North John st, Lpool 

B-thune, Geo Cuddington, Chulmleigh, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Dee .0 at 1, at office of Burch and Birnes, Palace gate, Exeter 

Bewley, Thos, Newcast e-upon ‘Tyne, Provision Dealer. Dec 17 at 3, at 
offce of Sewell, Grey st, Ne wcastle-upon-Tyne 

Bilsbor ugh, Reece, Kersley, Lancashire, Joiner. Dac 16 at 3, at offices 
of Ramwell and Co, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Blackett, Joseph, Brandon rd, York rd, Islington, Carcase Butcher. Dec 
i7 at 11, at office of Cann, Fenchurch st 

Bourd- lain, John, Bacon hill, Camtenrd, Metal Merchant. Dec 13 at 
12, at office of Roome, Cheapside 

Bradley, Jas, Sheffield, Biscuit Dealer, Dec 13 at 3, at offices of Hodg- 
son, Bank st, Shetfield 

Bradley, Wm, Stockport,Cheshire, Hat Manufacturer. Dec 16 at 3, at 
office of Johnston, Vernon st, Stockport 

Britton, Saml Abraham, Manse! st, Whitechapel, Comm Agent. Dec 14 
at 10. at offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without 

Bryant, Edwd, Balham hil!, Bootmaker. Dec 16 at 3, at office of Jones, 
Bonk bldgs, Wandsworth 

Burton, Jobnson, Handsworth, Stafford, Comm Agent. Dec 21 at 12,at 
office of Jacques, Cuerry st, Birm 

Burton, Wm, and Robt Clarke, Wakefield, York, Wholesale Grocers, 
Dec 16 at 2, at offices of Fernandes and Gill Cross eq, Wakefield 

Carr, John, and Ralph Dawber, Wigan, Lancashire, Tailors. Dec 16 at 
11, at office of Leigh and Ellis, Arcade. King st, Wigan 

Ciear, Seo, Dursley, Gloucester, Plumber. Dec 13 at 3, at the Spread 
Eagie Hotel, Gloucester 

Collin, Uarcy, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 16 at 12, at office of 
Harvey. Pocklington’s walk, Leicester 

Creewell, Joseph, Hanbury, nr Bromsgrove, Worcester, Farmer. Dec 
It at 12, at the Golden Cross Hotel, Bromsgrove. Kenuedy. Birm 

Deal, Wm Criffin, Chesham, Bucks, Farmer. Dee 17 at il, at o‘fice of 
Bullock, High st, Gt Berkhampstead 

Drew, Reginald Geo, Gt Tower st, Paint Manufacturer. Dee 19 at 3, at 
offices of Lewis and Co, Olid Jewry 

Ellis, Thos, Hale bank, Lancashire, Farmer, Dec 16 at 3, at offices of 
Barre}! and Rodway, Lord st, L; 60 

Gicht, Cohen, Dudley, Worcester, u.ass Leale-. Dec 12 at 3, at offices 
of Lowe, Temple st, Birm 

Goodman, Lewis, The Brook, Lancashire, Ship’s Steward. Dec 13 at 2, 
at offices of Heaton, Dale st, Lpool 

Graham, tly, Hart st, Covent garden, Seedsman. Tac 13 at 3, at the 
Guildbali Coffee-house, Gresham st. Peck, Southampton bidgs 

Guest, Penelope Smith, Manch, no oecupation. Dec 20 at 4, at office of 
Best, Brown st, Manch 

Heckman, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. Dac 12 at 2, at 64, Saip st, 
Brighton. Woods & Dempster 

Heir, Felix Thos, Jarrow-upon-Tyne, Darham, Provision Dealer. Dec 
16 at 2, at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Harrison, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Drysalter. Dec 13 at 
3, at the White Bear Hutel, Piccadilly, Manch. Darnton and Bot- 
tomiey 

Haynes, Noah, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Beerseller. Dec 16 at 11, at 
offices of Clark, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Hill, Rowland, Keynsham, Somerset, Comm Agent. Dac 17 at 12, at 
offices of Fox & Whittick, Corn st, Bristol 

Hitch, Frede Wm, Goudhurst, Kent, Coachbuilder. Dec 18 at ll, at 
the Chequers Inn, Marden. Palmer, Tonbridge 

Hodges, Hy, Saml, Bristol, Refreshment house Proprietor. Dec 14 at 
12, at offices of Clifton, Corn st, Bristol 

Jennings, John, Canterbury, Butcher. Dee 18 at 2.30, at offices of 
Piummer and Fielding, Burgate st, Canterbury 

Jones, Geo, Lpool, Outfitter. Dec 16 at 3, at offices of Cariss, Castle st, 


Jones, Thos, Leeds, Potato Merchant, Dee 26 at 3, at offices of Fawcett 
and Malcolm, Pk row, Leeds 





Jones, Wm Hy, Birm, Ale Merchant. Dee 16 at 11, at offices of Webb 
and Spencer, New st, Birm 

Kidd, Joseph, Newcastle upon Tyne, Grocer. Dec 16 at 3, at offices 
of Sewell, Gray st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

King, George Clift, Ashford, Kent Grocer. Dec 17 at 11, at offices of 
Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhouse yard 

Knight, Lewis Smith, Manch, Merchant. Dec 23 at 3.30, at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring Gins, March. Sale and Co, Manch 

Lipscomb, Joseoh, and William Coombs, Clewer, Berks, Tinman. Dec 
20 at 3, at offices of Long, Pk st, New Windsor 

Mann, Joseph, Halifax, York, Grocer. Dec 16 at 3, at the Wheat Sheaf 
Inn, Market st, Halifax. Jubb 

Maxwell, John, Salford, Lancashire, Builder, Dec 16 at 11, at offices of 
Simpson. Brazennoso st, Manch 

Michaels, Abraham, Tenter st North, Goodman’s fields. Comm Travel- 
ler. Dec 21 at 3, at officesef Evans & Co, John st, Bedford row 

Mills, John, Wim Joseph Mills, and Jas Mills, Hunslet, Leeds, Potters, 
Dec 17 at 11, at office of Yewdall, South parade, Leeds 

Moore, Geo, Southertun rd, Hamnersmith, Builder, Dec 9 at 3, at 
office of Parker, Finsbury pavement 

Morris, Hy, Bron Turner, Carnarvon, Joiner. Dez 19 at Li, at the 
Queen’s Hore!l, Carnarvon. Jones, Carnarvon 

Morris, Sam] Hy, Bila, Merioneth, Hotel Proprietor. Dec 17 at 1, at 
the Raven Hote!, Shrewsbury, Passinzham. Bila 

Munro, Rev. Alex Geo, Folkestone, Kent, Clerk in Holy Orders, Dee 
19 at 1, at the Alexandra Hotel, Folkestone, Almack & Fisher, Mel- 


ford 

Oddy, Sam!, Edw Oddy, and Alfa Oddy, Salford, Lancashire, Ma- 
chinists. Dec 18 at 3, at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manch, 
Sudlow and Co, Manch 

Page, Thos, Upper Winchendon, Backs, Wheelwright. Dee 20 at 3, at 
offices of Evans & Co, John st, Bedford row 

Phillips, Elias, and Hy Docker Edmiston, Old Kent rd, Upholsterers. 
Dec 20 at 12, at 33, Gutter lane. Lay. Poultry 

Phillips, John fhos, Tredegar, Monmouth, Grocer. Dec 14 at II, at 
offiees of Harris, Morgan st, Tredegar 

Philpott, Geo, Hadley, Middx, Licensed Victualler. Dec 16 at 2, at 
the Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Ashley 

Powell, Edwd, Norbury, Salop, Shopkeeper. Dec 23 at 2, at the Harp 
Inn, Bishop’s Castie. Walker, Church Stretton 

Putt. Thos, Ledbury rd, Bayswater, Ironmonger. Dec 11 at 12, at 
offices of Reed and Lovell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Riley, Chas, Blackpool, Lancashire, Stonemason. Dec 23 at 2, at the 
Old Legs of Man Inn, Fishergate, Preston. Waeeler and Op, Black- 
burn 

Robson, Geo, Stockt »n-on-Tees, Dirham, Journeyman. Dac 13 at I, 
at office of Pybus Z:tland rd, Middlesborongh, Addenbdrooke 

Sandall, Edwd, jun, Linco.n, Saddler. Dec 14 at 11, at office of Page, 
Silver st, Lincola 

Scruby, Jas Thos, Ashford, Kent, Grocer. 
Carter and Bell, Leadenhall st 

Shea, Michael, Blackburn, Lancashire, Draper. Dec 17 at 11, at otice 
of Radcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 

Simons, Nathaniel Wells, Bristol, Druggist. Dec 14 at 12, at office of 
Pitt, John st, Bristol 

Smith, Edwin, and Fras Vickery, Little Tower st, Wine Merchants, 
Dec 14 at 12, at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. French, Cratched 
friars 

Smithhson, Richd Johan, Chesterfield, Derby, Printer. Dac 14 at 3, a} 
offices of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Sole, John Howes, Apine ter, High st, Forest Hill, Plumber, Dec 18 
at 2, at the Lecture Hall, Royal hill, Greenwich. Ody, Trinity st, 
Southwark 

Spence, Geo, Manch, Comm Agent. Dec 19 at 3, at offices of Sale and 
Co, Booth st, Manch 

Sturges, Jas, and Jas Hayes, South rd, Forest hill, Stone Masons. Dzc 
18 at 12, at the Lecture Hall, Royal hill, Greenwich, Ody, Trinity 
st, Southwark 

Thorpe, Thos, Lilypot lane, Warehousemin. Dee 11 at I, at 33, Gutter 
lane. Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Turner, John, Manch, Horticultural Builder. Dec 19 at 3, at offices of 
Sale and Co, Booth st, Manch , 

Twibell. Joseph, Hundow, Derby, Farmer. Dec 16 at 3, at offices of 
Cutts, Low pavement, Chesterfie'd 

Wall, Hy, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Greengrocer. Dec 19 at 3, at 145 
Cheapside. Barnard, White Lion st, Norton Folgate 

Ward, Saml, Birm, Butcher. Dec 13 at 2, at office of Burton, ~nion 
passage, Birm 

Williamson, Augustus Stephen, Ebury st, Wine Merchant. Dec 17 at 
1, at office of Ellerson, Queen st, Cheapside. 

Wiliis, Hy Joseph, Finsbury Park villas, Finsbary Park, Wool Broker's 
Clerk. Dec 14 at 11, at offices of Russe!, Waibrook 

Willis, Thos, Stratford, Essex, Attorney. Dee 14 at 11, at the Ship Inn, 
High st, Sheerness. Abbott, Worship st, Finsbury 

Winter, Wm, Leeds, Sewing Machine Manufacturer. Dec 19 at 2, at 
the Griffin Hotel, Boar lane, Leeds, Simpson and Burrell, Leeds 

Witham, Wm, Lower marsh, Lambeth, Grocer. Dac 10 at 2, at offices. 
of Wright and Son, Paper bldgs, Inner Temple 

Wynn, Chas Edwd, Kotherham, out of business. Dec 19 at 12, at office 
of Turner, Bank st, sheffield ° 

Yates, Geo Peel, Nottingham, Bookkeeper. Dec 20 at 4, at offices of 
Browne and Son, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 


EDE & SON, 


ROBE , (gpa MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


10 HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC 


ec 16 at 3, at office of 
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